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Accutest, Florida
Groundwater

Groundwater samples (Table 1) were collected on the BMSMC, Humacao, PR. Samples
were taken March 6, 2017 and were anzalyzed in Accutest Laboratory of Orlando, Florida
that reported the data under SDG No.: FA41854. Results were validated using the latest
validation guidelines (July, 2015) of the EPA Hazardous Waste Support Section or the QC
requirements of the method employed. The analyses performed are shown in Table 1.
Individual data review worksheets are enclosed for each target analyte group. The
organic data sample summary form shows for analyte results that were qualified.

In summary the results are valid and can be used for decision making purposes.

Table 1. Sarnples analyzed and analysis performed

SAMPLE ID

SAMPLE
DESCRIPTION

MATRIX

ANALYSIS PERFORMED

FA41854-1

OSMW-65

Groundwater

VOCs; SVOCs; SVOCs (SIM);
VPHs; EPHs; Pesticides

FA41854-2

OSMW-6D

Groundwater

VOCs; SVOCs; SVOCs (SIM);
VPHs; EPHs; Pesticides

FA41854-2D

OSMW-6D
MSD

Groundwater

VOCs; SVOCs; SVOCs (SIM);
Pesticides

FA41854-25

OSMW-6D M5

Groundwater

VQOCs; SVOCs; SVOCs (SIM});
Pesticides

FA41854-3

TB0O30617B

AQ. ~Trip Blank
Water

VOCs

April 14, 2017

Rafael Infante
Chemist License 1888



Raw Data:

146110.0
SGS Accutest
Report of Analysis Page 1 of 1
Client Sample ID: OSMW-65
Lab Sample ID:  FA41854-1 Date Sampled: 03/06/17
Matrix: AQ - Ground Water Date Received: 03/08/17
Method: SW846 8260C Percent Solids: n/a
Project: BMSMC, Humacao, PR
File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 146110.D 1 03/09%/17 WV n/a n/a V11288
Run #2
Purge Volume
Run #1 5.0ml
Run #2
CASNo. Compound Result RL MDL Units Q
71-43-2 Benzene ND 1.0 0.31 ug/l
67-66-3 Chloroform ND 1.0 030 ugl
75-71-8 Dichlorodifluoromethane ND 2.0 0.50  ug/l
107-06-2  1,2-Dichloroethane ND 1.0 0.31 ug/l
1634-04-4  Methyl Tert Butyl Ether ND 1.0 0.23  ug/l
75-85-4 Tert-Amyl Alcohol ND 20 53 ug/l
75-01-4 Vinyl Chloride ND 1.4 0.41 ug/l
CASNo.  Surrogate Recoveries Run# 1 Run# 2 Limits
1868-53-7  Dibromofluoromethane 96% 83-118%
17060-07-0 1,2-Dichloroethane-D4 101% 79-125%
2037-26-5 Toluene-D8 99% 85-112%
460-00-4  4-Bromofluorobenzene 101% 83-118%

7 afuel Tnfonte
= Méndez
\ LIC #1848

ND = Not detected
RL = Reporting Limit
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range

MDL = Method Detection Limit

J = Indicates an estimated value
B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank
N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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. Raw Data: pdisrihyRs)

SGS Acculest

Report of Analysis Page 1 of 1

Client Sample ID: OSMW-6S
Leb Sample ID:  FA41854-1 Date Sampled: 03/06/17
Matrix: AQ - Ground Water Date Received: 03/08/17
Method: SW846 8270D SW846 3510C Percent Solids: n/a
Project: BMSMC, Humacao, PR

File ID DF Analyzed DBy Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 X052882.D 1 03/14/17 NG 03/11/17 0OP64132 §X2241
Run #2

Initial Volume Final Volume
Run #1 1050 ml 1.0ml
Run #2
CASNo. Compound Result RL MDL Units Q
100-52-7  Benzaldehyde ND 24 48 ug/l
117-81-7  bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate® ND 4.8 095  ug/l
CASNo.  Surrogate Recoveries Run# 1 Run#2 Limits
4165-60-0  Nitrobenzene-d5 88% 42-108%
321-60-8  2-Fluorobiphenyl 82% 40-106%
1718-51-0¢  Terphenyl-d14 75% 33-121%

{a) Associated BS recovery outside control limits.

ND = Not detected MDL = Method Detection Limit ] = Indicates an estimated value
RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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. Raw Data: JREEDEL:Re J060372.D

SGS Accutest
Report of Analysis Page 1 of 1
Client Sample ID: OSMW-6S
Lab Sample ID:  FA41854-1 Date Sampled: 03/06/17
Matrix: AQ - Ground Water Date Received: 03/08/17
Method: SW846 8270D BY SIM SWB846 3510C Percent Solids: n/a
Project: BMSMC, Humacao, PR
File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 WO098088.D 1 03/17/1T FS 03/11/17 0P64133 SW4359
Run #2 U060372.D 1 03/14/17 NJ 03/11/17 OP64133 SU2649
Initial Volume Final Volume
Run #1 1650 ml 1.0ml
Run #2 1050 ml 1.0ml
CASNo., Compound Result RL MDL TUnits Q
56-55-3 Benzo(a)anthracene ND 0.13  0.638 ugl
123-91-1 1,4-Dioxane §.722 02% 014 ug/l
91-20-3 Naphthalene ND 0.95 0.38 ug/l
CASNo.  Surrogate Recoveries Rusn# 1 Run# 2 Limits
4165-60-0  Nitrobenzene-d5 65% b 80% b 42-108%
321-60-8  2-Fluorobipheny! 82% b 70% b 40-106%
1718-51-0  Terphenyl-d14 54% b 69% P 39-121%

(a) Result is from Run# 2
(b) Surrogate recoveries corrected for actual spike amount.

ND = Not detected MDL = Method Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value
RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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Raw Data: UVIikEYryRe

SGS Accutest
Report of Analysis Page 1of 1

Client Sample ID: OSMW-65
Lab SampleID:  FA41854-1 Date Sampled: 03/06/17
Matrix: AQ - Ground Water Date Received: 03/08/17
Method: MADEP VPH REV 1.1 Percent Solids: n/a
Project: BMSMC, Humacao, PR

File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 Uug19272.0 1 03/10/17  AJC n/a n/a GUU1012
Run #2

Purge Volume
Run #1 5.0 ml
Run #2
MADEP VPH List
CASNo. Compound Result RL MDL Units Q

C9- C10 Aromatics (Unadj.) ND 100 35 ug/l

CASNo.  Surrogate Recoveries Run# 1 Run#2 Limits
460-00-4 BFB 104% 70-130%
460-00-4 BFB 102% 70-130%

ND = Not detected MDL = Method Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value
RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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Raw Data: @[ItigkkNe]

SGS Accutest
Report of Analysis Page 1 of 1
Client Sample ID: OSMW-65
Lab Sample ID:  FA41854-1 Date Sampled: 03/06/17
Matrix: AQ - Ground Water Date Received: 03/08/17
Method: MADEP EPH REV 1.1 SW846 3510C Percent Solids: n/a
Project: BMSMC, Humacao, PR
FileID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 NNO017833.D 1 03/11117 MG 03/10/17 OP64122 GNN8300
Run #2
Initial Volume Final Volume
Run #1 1020 ml 2.0ml
Run #2
MAEPH List
CASNo. Compound Result RL MDL Units Q
C11-C22 Aromatics (Unadj.) ND 200 78 ug/l
CASNo.  Surrogate Recoveries Run# 1 Run# 2 Limits
3386-33-2  1-Chlorooctadecane 47% 40-140%
580-13-2  2-Bromonaphthalene 104% 40-140%
84-15-1 o-Terphenyl 73% 40-140%
321-60-8  2-Fluorchiphenyl 101% 40-140%
r’. f"lfﬂel lnfﬂlh
<1 Ménder
\LIC. 4 i888
EAN
¢/
%,
€0 (IcE

ND = Not detected MDL = Method Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value
RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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.  Raw Data: R {CFrikHe)

SGS Accutest
Report of Analysis Page 1 of 1

Client Sample ID: OSMW-6S
Lab Sample ID:  FA41854-1 Date Sampled: 03/06/17
Matrix: AQ - Ground Water Date Received: 03/08/17
Method: SW846 8081B SW846 3510C Percent Solids: n/a
Project: BMSMC, Humacao, PR

File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 KK82213.D 1 03/1717 MV 03/10/17 0OP64131 GKK2635
Run #2

Initial Volume Final Volume
Run #1 1000 ml 5.0ml
Run #2
CASNo. Compound Result RL MDL TUnits Q
60-57-1 Dieldrin ND 0.010 ©0.0024 ug/l
CASNo.  Surrogate Recoveries Run# 1 Run#2 Limits
877-09-8  Tetrachloro-m-xylene 105% 42-127%
2051-24-3  Decachlorobiphenyl 37% 27-127%

Méndez
LIC. & 1838

ND = Not detected MDL = Method Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value
RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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Raw Data: 146111.D

SGS Accutest
Report of Analysis Page 10f 1

Client Sample ID: OSMW-6D
Lab SampleID:  FA41854-2 Date Sampled: (3/06/17
Matrix: AQ - Ground Water Date Received: (3/08/17
Method: SW846 8260C Percent Solids: n/a
Project: BMSMC, Humacao, PR

File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 146111.D 1 03/09/17 WV nfa n/a V11288
Run #2

Purge Volume
Run #1 5.0ml
Run #2
CASNo. Compound Result RL MDL Units Q
71-43-2 Benzene ND 1.0 0.31 ug/l
67-66-3 Chloroform ND 1.0 0.30 ug/l
75-71-8 Dichlorodiflucromethane ND 2.0 050  ug/l
107-06-2 1,2-Dichloroethane ND 1.0 0.31 ug/l
1634-04-4  Methyl Tert Butyl Ether ND 1.0 0.23 ug/l
75-85-4 Tert-Amyl Alcohol ND 20 5.3 ug/l
75-01-4 Vinyl Chloride ND 1.0 0.41 ug/l
CASNo.  Sarrogate Recoveries Run# 1 Run#2  Limits
1868-53-7 Dibromofluoromethane 99% 83-118%
17060-07-0 1,2-Dichloroethane-D4 103% 79-125%
2037-26-5 Toluene-D8 103% B5-112%
460-00-4 4-Bromofluorobenzene 101% 83-118%

ND = Not detected MDL = Method Detection Limit ] = Indicates an estimated value
RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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Raw Data: R OLyiLkRe]

SGS Accutest
Report of Analysis Page 1 of 1

Client Sample ID: OSMW-6D
Lab Sample ID:  FA41834-2 Date Sampled: 03/06/17
Matrix: AQ - Ground Water Date Received: 03/08/17
Method: SW846 8270D SW846 3510C Percent Solids: n/a
Project: BMSMC, Humacao, PR

File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 X052883.D 1 03/14/17 NG 03/11/17 0P64132 §X2241
Run #2

Initial Volume Final Volume
Run #1 1050 ml 1.0 ml
Run #2
CASNo. Compound Result RL MDL TUnits Q
100-52-7  Benzaldehyde ND 24 4.8 ug/l
117-81-7  bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate® ND 4.8 0.95 ug/l
CASNo.  Surrogate Recoveries Run# 1 Run# 2 Limits
4165-60-0  Nitrobenzene-d5 76% 42-108%
321-60-8  2-Fluorobiphenyl 69% 40-106%
1718-51-0  Terphenyl-d14 71% 39-121%

(a) Associated BS recovery outside control limits.

/

ante
30 Méndez
S\ 1c £ 188

Y LS
“Heo o>

Wael 1

ND = Not detected MDL = Method Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value

RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank

E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
18 of 1422
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Raw Data: RIIELIEENe] U060373.D

SGS Accutest
Report of Analysis Page 1 of 1
Client Sample ID: OSMW-6D
Lab Sample ID:  FA41854.2 Date Sampled: 03/06/17
Matrix: AQ - Ground Water Date Received: 03/08/17
Method: SW846 8270D BY SIM SW846 3510C Percent Solids: n/a
Project: BMSMC, Humacao, PR
File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 W{98089.D 1 03/17/17 FS 03/11/17 OP64133 SW4359
Run #2 U060373.D 1 03/14/17 NJ] 03/11/17 0P64133 502649
Initial Volume Final Volume
Run #1 1050 ml 1.0 ml
Run #2 1050 ml 1.0 ml
CASNo. Compound Result RL MDL |Units Q
56-55-3 Benzo(a)anthracene ND 0.19 0.038 ug/
123-91-1 1,4-Dioxane 1.82 0.29 0.14 ug/1
91-20-3 Naphthalene ND 0.95 0.38 ug/1
CASNo.  Surrogate Recoveries Run# 1 Run# 2 Limits
4165-60-0  Nitrobenzene-d5 60% P 68% b 42-108%
321-60-8  2-Fluorobiphenyl 59% b 59% b 40-106%
1718-51-0  Terphenyl-d14 52% b 64% P 39-121%

(a) Result is from Run# 2
(b) Surrogate recoveries corrected for actual spike amount.

ND = Not detected MDL = Method Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value
RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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Raw Data: [gutohkexi:FNn] LUu019426.D

SGS Accutest
Report of Analysis Page 1 of 1

Client Sample ID: OSMW-6D
Lab Sample ID:  FA41854-2 Date Sampled: 03/06/17
Matrix: AQ - Ground Water Date Recejved: 03/08/17
Method: MADEP VPH REV 1.1 Percent Solids: n/a
Project: BMSMC, Humacao, PR

File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 Uun93s2.D 1 03/18/17  AJC n/a nfa GUU1017
Run#23 UU019426.D 1 03/17/17  AJC nfa nfa GUU1019

Purge Volume
Run #1 5.0 ml
Run #2 5.0ml
MADEP VPH List
CASNo. Compound Result RL MDL TUnits Q

C9- C10 Aromatics (Unadj.) ND 160 35 vg/l

CASNo.  Surrogate Recoveries Run# 1 Run#2 Limits
460-00-4  BFB 113% 111% 70-130%
460-00-4  BFB 108% 107% 70-130%

{a) Confirmation run.

ND = Not detected
RL = Reporting Limit
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range

MDL = Method Detection Limit ] = Indicates an estimated value
B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank

N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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SGS Accutest

Report of Analysis Page 1 of 1

Client Sample ID: CSMW-6D
Lab Sample ID:  FA41854-2

Date Sampled: 03/06/17

Matrix: AQ - Ground Water Date Received: 03/08/17
Method: MADEP EPH REV 1.1 SW846 3510C Percent Solids: n/a
Project: BMSMC; Humacao, PR
File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 NN017921.D 1 03/22/17 20:53 MG 03/17/17 17:40 (OP64226 GNN902
Run #2
Initial Volume Final Volume
Run #1 1000 ml 2.0ml
Run #2
MAEPH List

CASNo. Compound

C11-C22 Aromatics (Unadj.)
CASNo.  Surrogate Recoveries
3386-33-2  1-Chlorooctadecane
580-13-2  2-Bromonaphthalene

84-15-1 o-Terphenyl
321-60-8 2-Fluorobiphenyl

Result
ND
Run# 1
55%
98%

80%
99%

RL MDL TUnits Q
200 80 ug/l

Run# 2 Limits

40-140%
40-140%
40-140%
40-140%

ND = Not detected MDL = Method Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value

RL = Reporting Limit

E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range

B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank
N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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Raw I'.]ata: KK82216.D

SGS Accutest
Report of Analysis Page 1 of 1

Client Sample ID: OSMW-6D
Lab Sample ID:  FA41854-2 Date Sampled: 03/06/17
Matrix: AQ - Ground Waler Date Received: 03/08/17
Method: SW846 80B1B SW846 3510C Percent Solids: n/a
Project: BMSMC, Humacao, PR

File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #12 KK82216.D 1 03/17/17 MV 03/10/17 0P64131 GKK2635
Run #2

Initial Volnome Final Volume
Run #1 1060 ml 5.0ml
Run #2
CASNo. Compound Result RL MDL Units Q
60-57-1 Dieldrin ND 0.010  0.0024 ug/l
CASNo.  Surrogate Recoveries Runi# 1 Run# 2 Limits
877-09-8  Tetrachloro-m-xylene 107% 42-127%
2051-24-3  Decachlorobiphenyl 57% 27-127%

(a) Associated MS/MSD outside of control limits.

ND = Not detected MDL = Method Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value

RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank

E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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Raw Data: 146112.D

SGS Accutest
Report of Analysis Page 1 of 1

Client Sample ID: TB030617B
Lab Sample ID:  FA41854-3 Date Sampled: 03/06/17
Matrix: AQ - Trip Blank Water Date Received: 03/08/17
Method: SWa46 8260C Percent Solids: n/a
Project: BMSMC, Humacao, PR

File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 146112.D 1 03/09/17 WV n/a n/a V11288
Run #2

Purge Volume
Run #1 5.0 ml
Run #2
CASNo. Compound Result RL MDL TUiits Q
71-43-2 Benzene ND 1.0 0.31 ug/l
67-66-3 Chloroform ND 1.0 0.30  ug/l
73-71-8 Dichlorodifluoromethane ND 2.0 0.50 ug/l
107-06-2  1,2-Dichloroethane ND 1.0 0.31 ug/l
1634-04-4  Methyl Tert Butyl Ether ND 1.0 0.23  ugl
75-85-4 Tert-Amyl Alcohol ND 20 3.3 ug/l
75-01-4 Vinyl Chloride ND 1.0 0.41 ug/l
CASNo.  Surrogate Recoveries Run# 1 Run#2  Limits
1868-53-7  Dibromofluoromethane 99% 83-118%
17060-07-0 1,2-Dichloroethane-D4 102% 79-125%
2037-26-5 Toluene-D8 104% 85-112%
460-00-4 4-Bromofluorobenzene 100% 83-118%

ND = Not detected MDL = Method Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value
RIL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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Raw Data: 146121.D 146122.D

Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate Summary Page 1 of 1
Job Number: FA41854
Account: AMANYWP Anderson, Mulholland & Associates
Project: BMSMC, Humacao, PR
Sample File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
FA41854-2MS 146121.D 1 03/09/17 WV nfa nfa VI1288
FA41854-2MSD  146122.D 1 03/09/17 WV n/fa nfa V11288
FA41854-2 146111.D 1 03/09/17 wv nfa n/a V11288
o
©w
The QC reported here applies to the following samples: Method: SW846 8260C =
FA41854-1, FA41854-2, FA41854-3 H
FA418542 Spike MS MS Spike MSD MSD Limits
CASNo. Compound ug/l Q wug/l ug/l % ug/l ug/l % RPD Rec/RPD
71-43-2 Benzene ND 25 28.9 116 25 27.1 108 6 81-122/14
67-66-3 Chloroform ND 25 25.4 102 25 24.0 96 6 80-124/15
75-71-8 Dichlorodifluoromethane ND 25 19.4 78 25 18.7 75 4 42-167/19
107-06-2  1,2-Dichloroethane ND 25 25.0 100 25 23.6 94 6 75-125/14
1634-04-4 Methyl Tert Butyl Ether ND 25 23.0 92 25 21.7 87 6 72-117/14
753-85-4 Tert-Amyl Alcohol ND 250 224 90 250 219 88 2 65-124/23
75-01-4 Vinyl Chloride ND 25 23.4 94 25 22.0 88 6 69-159/18
CASNo. Surrogate Recoveries MS MSD FA41854-2 Limits
1868-53-7 Dibromofluoromethane 103% 100% 99% 83-118%
17060-07-0¢ 1,2-Dichloroethane-D4 106% 104% 103% 79-125%
2037-26-5 Toluene-D8 99% 98% 103% 85-112%
460-00-4  4-Bromofluorobenzene 97% 103% 101% 83-118%

* = Qutside of Control Limits.
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Raw Qata: X052884.0 X052885.D

CAS No.

100-52-7
117-81-7

CAS No.

367-12-4
4165-62-2
118-79-6
4165-60-0
321-60-8
1718-51-0

Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate Summary Page 1 of 1
Job Number: FA41854

Account: AMANYWP Anderson, Mulholland & Associates

Project: BMSMC, Humacao, PR

Sample File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
OP64132-MS X052884.D 1 03/14/17 NG 03/1117 OP64132 §X2241
OP64132-MSD  X052885.D 1 03/14/17 NG 03/1117 OP64132 $X2241
FA41854-2 X052883.D 1 03/14/17 NG 03/1117 0OP64132 SX2241

The QC reported here applies to the following samples:

FA41854-1, FA41854-2

FA41854-2 Spike MS MS

Compound ug/l Q ugl ug/l %
Benzaldehyde ND 96.2 91.1 95
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate ND 96.2 142 148+
Surrogate Recoveries MS MSD FA41854-2
2-Fluorophenol T1%*2 19%* 2

Phenol-d3 §1%* 2 B9%* 2
2,4,6-Tribromophenol 102% 100%

Nitrobenzene-d5 103% 105% 76%
2-Fluorobiphenyl 98% 98% 65%
Terpheny!l-d14 102% 97% 71%

{a) Outside control limits.

Method: SW846 8270D

Spike MSD MSD
ug/l ug/l %

96.2 91.2 95
96.2 133 138*

Limits

14-67%
10-50%
33-118%
42-108%
40-106%
39-121%

Limits

RPD Rec/RPD

36-129/29
61-117/23

* = Qutside of Control Limits.

SGS eeyresr
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Raw Data: [UIikyENe] UD60375.0

Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate Summary Page 1 of 1
Job Number: FA41854

Account: AMANYWP Anderson, Mulholland & Associates

Project: BMSMC, Humacao, PR

Sample File ID DF Anslyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
0P64133-MS U060374.D 1 03/14/17 NJ 03/11/17 OP64133 SU2649
OP64133-MSD U060375.D 1 03/14/17 NJ 03/11/17 OP64133 SU2649
FA41854-2 U060373.D 1 03/14/17 NJ 03/11/17 OP64133 SU2649

The QC reported here applies to the following samples: Method: SW846 8270D BY SIM

FA41854-1, FA41854-2

o
FA41854-2 Spike MS MS  Spike MSD MSD Limits X

CASNo. Compound ug/l Q ugl ug/l % ug/l ug/l % RPD Rec/RPD N

123-91-1  1,4-Dioxane 1.8 19.2 5.0 17 19.2 5.1 17 2 15-69/31 E

CASNo. Surrogate Recoveries MS MSD FA41854-2 Limits

4165-60-0 Nitrobenzene-d5 70%? T4% 2 68% 3 42-108%

321-60-8  2-Fluorobiphenyl 68% @ 0% 599% 3 40-106%

1718-51-0 Terphenyl-d14 76% ® 72%° 64% 8 39-121%

{a) Surrogate recoveries correcled for aciual spike amount,

* = Qutside of Control Limits.

231 of 1422
SGS AC:UTEST
FA41854



Raw Data: RUTEEDRIEY wW098091.8

Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate Summary Page 1 of 1
Job Number: FA41854

Account: AMANYWP Anderson, Mulholland & Associates

Project: BMSMC, Humacao, PR

Sample File ID DF Anslyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
OP64133-MS W098090.D 1 03/17/17 FS 03/1117 OP64133 SW4359
OP64133-MSD  WO098091.D 1 03/17/17  FS 03/11/17 0P64133 SW4359
FA41854-2 Ww098089.D 1 03/17/17  FS 03/11117 OP64133 SW4359

The QC reported here applies to the following samples: Method: SW846 8270D BY SIM

FA41854-1, FA41854-2

FA41854-2 Spike MS MS Spike MSD MSD Limits

CASNo. Compound ug/l Q wugl ug/l % ug/l ug/l % RPD Rec/RPD
56-55-3 Benzo(a)anthracene ND 9.62 9.3 97 9.62 9.2 96 1 65-106/22
91-20-3  Naphthalene ND 19.2 16.4 85 19.2 16.1 B4 2 56-105/27
CASNo. Surrogate Recoveries MS MSD FA41854-2 Limits

118-79-6  2.4,6-Tribromophenol 113% 108% 33.118%

4165-60-0 Nitrobenzene-d5 101% 97% 60% 2 42-108%

321-60-8  2-Fluorobiphenyl 97% 103% 59% 4 40-106%

1718-51-0 Terphenyl-did 82% 82% 529 2 39-121%

(a) Surrogate recoveries corrected for actual spike amount.
tael Inbuste

Meéndez
1C. # 1988

Y

* = Qutside of Control Limits.
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- Raw Data: RGSFPEFNS KKB82218.D

Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate Summary Page 1 of 1
Job Number: FA41854

Account; AMANYWP Anderson, Mulholland & Assaciates

Project: BMSMC, Humacao, PR

Sample FileID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
OP64131-MS KK82217.D0 1 03/17/17 MV 03/10/17 0OP64131 GKK2635
0P64131-MSD  KK82218.0 1 03/17/17 MV 03/10/17 OP&4131 GKK2635
FA41854-23 KK82216.D 1 03/17/17 MV 03/10/17 OP64131 GKK2635

The QC reported here applies to the following samples:

FA41854-1, FA41854-2

CASNo. Compound

60-57-1 Dieldrin

CASNo. Surrogate Recoveries
877-09-8  Tetrachloro-m-xylene
2051-24-3 Decachlorobiphenyl

FA41854-2
ug/l  Q

ND

MS

114%
118%

Spike
ug/l

0.5

MSD

118%
110%

(a) Associated MS/MSD outside of control limits.

MS MS
ug/l %

0.59 118

FA41854-2

107%
57%

Spike
ug/l

0.5

Limits

42-127%
27-127%

MSD

0.62

MSD

124

Method: SWB846 8081B

Limits

RPD Rec/RPD

66-138/22

n eVl

* = Qutside of Control Limits.
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EXECUTIVE NARRATIVE

SDG No: FA41854 Laboratory: Accutest, Florida
Analysis: SW846-8260C Number of Samples: 5
Location: BMSMC — Humacao, PR

SUMMARY:  Five (5) samples were analyzed for selected volatile organic compounds (VOA Special
List) by method SW846-8260C. The sample results were assessed according to USEPA
data validation guidance documents in the following order of precedence: USEPA
Hazardous Waste Support Section SOP No. HW-33A Revision 0 SOMO02.2. Low/Medium
Volatile Data Validation. July, 2015, The QC criteria and data validation actions listed on
the data review worksheets are from the primary guidance document, unless otherwise

noted.

Critical issues: None

Major: None

Minor: None

Critical findings: None

Major findings: None

Minor findings: None

COMMENTS: Results are valid and can be used for decision making purposes.
Reviewers Name: Rafael Infante

Chemist License 1888

e Ll -

Date: April 1,& 2017




ORGANIC DATA SAMPLE SUMMARY

Sample ID: FA41854-1
Sample location: BMSMC, Humacao, PR
Sampling date: 3/6/2017
Matrix: Groundwater

METHOD: 8260C

Analyte Name Result Units Dilution Factor Lab Flag Validation Reportable
Benzene 1.0 ug/L 1.0 - U Yes
Chloroform 1.0 ug/L 1.0 - u Yes
Dichlorodifluoromethane 2.0 ug/L 1.0 - U Yes
1,2-Dichloroethane 1.0 ug/L 1.0 - 1] Yes
Methyl Tert Butyl Ether 1.0 ug/L 1.0 - V] Yes
Tert-Amyl Alcohol 20 ug/L 1.0 - v Yes
Vinyl chloride 1.0 ug/L 1.0 - U Yes

Sample ID: FA41854-2
Sample location: BMSMC, Humacao, PR
Sampling date: 3/6/2017
Matrix: Groundwater

METHOD: 8260C

Analyte Name Result  Units Dilution Factor Lab Flag Validation Reportable
Benzene 1.0 ug/L 1.0 - u Yes
Chloroform 1.0 ug/L 1.0 - U Yes
Dichlorodifluoromethane 2.0 ug/L 1.0 - v Yes
1,2-Dichloroethane 1.0 ug/L 1.0 - 1] Yes
Methyl Tert Butyl Ether 1.0 ug/L 1.0 - u Yes
Tert-Amyl Alcohol 20 ug/L 1.0 - U Yes
Vinyl chloride 1.0 ug/L 1.0 - u Yes



Sample ID: FA41854-3
Sample location: BMSMC, Humacao, PR
Sampling date: 3/6/2017
Matrix: AQ - Trip Blank Water

METHOD: 8260C

Analyte Name Result Units Dilution Factor Lab Flag Validation Reportable
Benzene 1.0 ug/L 1.0 - u Yes
Chioroform 1.0 ug/t 1.0 - u Yes
Dichlorodifluoromethane 2.0 ug/L 1.0 - U Yes
1,2-Dichloroethane 1.0 ug/L 1.0 - u Yes
Methyl Tert Butyl Ether 1.0 ug/L 1.0 - U Yes
Tert-Amyl Alcohol 20 ug/L 1.0 - u Yes
Vinyl chloride 1.0 ug/L 1.0 - U Yes

Sample ID: FA41854-2MS

Sample location: BMSMC, Humacao, PR
Sampling date: 3/6/2017
Matrix: Groundwater

METHOD: 8260C

Analyte Name Result Units Dilution Factor Lab Flag Validation Reportable
Benzene 28.9 ug/L 1.0 - - Yes
Chloroform 25.4 ug/L 1.0 - - Yes
Dichlorodifluoromethane 19.4 ug/L 1.0 - - Yes
1,2-Dichloroethane 25.0 ug/L 1.0 - - Yes
Methyl Tert Butyl Ether 23.0 ug/L 1.0 - - Yes
Tert-Amyl Alcohol 224 ug/L 1.0 - - Yes

Vinyl chloride 25.0 ug/L 1.0 - - Yes



Sample ID:
Sample location:
Sampling date:
Matrix:

METHOD:

Analyte Name
Benzene
Chioroform
Dichlorodifluoromethane
1,2-Dichloroethane
Methyl Tert Butyl Ether
Tert-Amyl Alcohol
Vinyl chloride

FA41854-2MSD

BMSMC, Humacag, PR

3/6/2017
Groundwater

8260C
Result
27.1
24.0
18.7
23.6
21.7
219
22.0

Units Dilution Factor Lab Flag Validation

ug/L
ug/L
ug/L
ug/L
ug/L
ug/L
ug/L

1.0
1.0
1.0
1.0
1.0
1.0
1.0

Reportable
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes



DATA REVIEW WORKSHEETS

Project Number;_FA41854

Date: March_6,_2017
Shipping date:__March_7,_2017
EPA Region: 2

REVIEW OF VOLATILE ORGANIC PACKAGE
Low/Medium Volatile Data Validation

The following guidelines for evaluating volatile organics were created to delineate required validation
actions. This document will assist the reviewer in using professional judgment to make more
informed decision and in better serving the needs of the data users. The sample results were
assessed according to USEPA data validation guidance documents in the following order of
precedence: USEPA Hazardous Waste Support Section SOP No. HW-33A Revision 0 SOM02.2.
Low/Medium Volatile Data Validation. July, 2015. The QC criteria and data validation actions
listed on the data review worksheets are from the primary guidance document, unless otherwise
noted.

The hardcopied (laboratory name) __Accutest_-_Orlando, data package received
has been reviewed and the quality control and performance data summarized. The data review for
VOCs included:

Lab. Project/SDG No.: ___ FA41854 Sample matrix: _Groundwater__
No. of Samples: 5

Trip blank No.. FA41854-3

Field blank No.: -

Equipment blank No.: -

Field duplicate No.. -

_X___Data Completeness ___X___Laboratory Control Spikes
___X___Holding Times __X___ Field Duplicates

__X___ GC/MS Tuning ___X___Calibrations
___X___Internal Standard Performance ___X___ Compound Identifications
__X___ Blanks __X___ Compound Quantitation
__X___ Surmogate Recoveries _X___ Quantitation Limits
__X___ Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate

_OverallComments:___Selected_VOA_from_the_special_ist_(SW846_8260C).

Definition of Qualifiers:

J- Estimated results

U- Compound not detected
R- Rejected data

UJ-  Estimated nondetect

T

Date;__ April_14/_2017




DATA REVIEW WORKSHEETS

DATA COMPLETENESS

MISSING INFORMATION DATE LAB. CONTACTED DATE RECEIVED




DATA REVIEW WORKSHEETS

All criteria were med _X__
Criteria wena not met
andforsea below

HOLDING TIMES
The objective of this parameter is to ascertain the validity of the results based on the holding time of
the sample from time of collection to the time of analysis.

Complete table for all samples and note the analysis andfor preservation not within criteria

SAMPLE ID DATE SAMPLED | DATE ANALYZED pH | ACTION

All samples analyzed within method recommended holding. Samples properly preserved.

Criteria

Aqueous samples — 14 days from sample collection for preserved samples (pH < 2, 4+ 2°C), no air
bubbles.

Aqueous samples — 7 days from sample collection for unpreserved samples, 4°C, no air bubbles.

Soil samples- 14 days from sample collection.

Cooler temperature (Criteria: 4 + 29C): 3.0/3.2°C - OK

Actions
Aqueous samples

a. If there is no evidence that the samples were properly preserved (pH < 2, T =4°C + 2°C), but the
samples were analyzed within the technical holding time [7 days from sample collection], no
qualification of the data is necessary.

b. If there is no evidence that the samples were properly preserved, and the samples were analyzed
outside of the technical holding time {7 days from sample collection], qualify detects for all volatile
compounds as estimated (J) and non-detects as unusable (R).

c. If the samples were properly preserved, and the samples were analyzed within the technical holding
time [14 days from sample collection], no qualification of the data is necessary.

d. If the samples were properly preserved, but were analyzed outside of the technical holding time [14
days from sample collection], qualify detects as estimated (J) and non-detects as unusable (R).

e. If air bubbles were present in the sample vial used for analysis, qualify detected compounds as
estimated (J-) and non-detected compounds as estimated (UJ).

Non-aqueous samples

a. If there is no evidence that the samples were properly preserved (T <-7°C or T = 4°C + 2°C and
preserved with NaHSOx4}, but the samples were analyzed within the technical holding time [14 days



DATA REVIEW WORKSHEETS

from sample collection], qualify detects for all volatile compounds as estimated (J) and non-detects
as (UJ) or unusable (R) using professional judgment.

b. If the samples were properly preserved, and the samples were analyzed within the technical
holding time [14 days from sample collection], no qualification of the data is necessary.

c. If there is no evidence that the samples were properly preserved, and the samples were analyzed
outside of the technical holding time [14 days from sample collection], qualify detects for all volatile
compounds as estimated (J) and non-detects as unusable (R).

d. If the samples were properly preserved, but were analyzed outside of the technical holding time
[14 days from sample collection), qualify detects as estimated (J) and non-detects as unusable (R).

Qualify TCLP/SPLP samples

a. If the TCLP/SPLP ZHE procedure is performed within the extraction technical holding time of 14 days,
detects and non-detects should not be qualified.

b. If the TCLP/SPLP ZHE procedure is performed outside the extraction technical holding time of 14 days,
qualify detects as estimated (J} and non-detects as unusable (R).

c. If TCLP/SPLP aqueous samples and TCLP/SPLP leachate samples are analyzed within the technical
holding time of 7 days, detects and non-detects should not be qualified.

d. If TCLP/SPLP aqueous samples and TCLP/SPLP leachate samples are analyzed outside of the
technical holding time of 7 days, qualify detects as estimated (J) and non-detects as unusable (R).
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Table 1. Holding Time Actions for Low/Medium Volatile Analyses - Summary

Action
. . Detected Non-Detected
Matrix Preserved | Criteria Associated Associated
Compounds Compounds
No < 7 davs No qualification
Aqueots No - 7 davs 1 R
“iqueous Yes < 14 days No qualification
Yes > 14 davys J R
No T ] Professional judgment.
Non-A - Ul or R
on-Aqueots Yes < 14 davs No qualification
Yes No - 14 days ] | R
TCLP SPLP Yes _< Id davs No qualification
TCLP SPLP No - 14 days ] [ R
ZHE performed within
TCLP SPLP | the 14-day technical No qualification
holding time
ZHE performed outside J
TCLP SPLP | the 14-day technical R
holding time
TCLP SPLP
aqueons & . o , ; ;
TCLP SPLP Analyzed witlun 7 days No qualification
leachate
TCLP SPLP
aqueous & ; )
TCLP SPLP Analvzed outside 7 davs ] R
leachate

Sample temperature outside 4°C + 2°C
upon receipt at the laboratorv

Use professional judgment

Holding times grossly exceeded

] |

R
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Al criteria wera met _X__
Criteria were not met see below

GC/MS TUNING

The assessment of the tuning results is to determine if the sample instrumentation is within the
standard tuning QC limits

_X___The BFB performance results were reviewed and found to be within the specified criteria.
__X___BFB tuning was performed for every 12 hours of sample analysis.

NOTES: All mass spectrometer instrument conditions must be identical to those used during the
sample analysis. Background subtraction actions resulting in spectral distortions for the sole purpose
of meeting the method specifications are contrary to the Quality Assurance (QA) objectives, and are
therefore unacceptable.

NOTES: No data should be qualified based on BFB failure. Instances of this should be noted in the
narrative.

All ion abundance ratios must be normalized to m/z 95, the nominal base peak, even though the ion
abundance of m/z 174 may be up to 120% that of m/z 95.

Actions:

If samples are analyzed without a preceding valid instrument performance check, qualify all data in
those samples as unusable (R).

If ion abundance criteria are not met, professional judgment may be applied to determine to what
extent the data may be ufilized. When applying professional judgment to this topic, the most
important factors to consider are the empirical results that are relatively insensitive to location on the
chromatographic profile and the type of instrumentation. Therefore, the critical ion abundance criteria
for BFB are the m/z 95/96, 1741175, 174/176, and 176/177 ratios. The relative abundances of m/z 50
and 75 are of lower importance. This issue is more critical for Tentatively Identified Compounds
(TICs) than for target analytes.

Note: State in the Data Review Narrative, decisions to use analytical data associated with
BFB instrument performance checks not meeting contract requirements.

Note: Verify that that instrument instrument performance check criteria were achieved
using techniques described in Low/Medium Volatiles Organic Analysis, Section
i.D.5 of the SOM02.2 NFG, obtain additional information on the instrument
performance checks. Make sure that background subtraction was performed from
the BFB peak and not from background subtracting from the solvent front or from
another region of the chromatogram,
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Use professional judgment to determine whether associated data should be qualified based on the
spectrum of the mass calibration compound.

List the samples affected:

If mass calibration is in error, all associated data are rejected.
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All criteria were met __¥___
Criteria were not met
andlorseebelow

CALIBRATION VERIFICATION

Compliance requirements for satisfactory instrument calibration are established to ensure that the
instrument is capable of producing and maintaining acceptable quantitative data.

Date of initial calibration: 02/28117
Dates of continuing (initial) calibration: __02/28/17
Dates of continuing calibration: 03/09/17
Dates of ending calibration;___02/28/17;_03/09/17___
Instrument ID numbers: GCMSI
Matrix/Level. Aqueous/low,

DATE LAB  FILE | CRITERIA OUT COMPOUND SAMPLES

ID# RFs, %RSD, %D, r AFFECTED

| J

Note: Initial calibration, initial calibration verification, and continuing calibration verification within
the method and validation guidance document required performance criteria. Closing
calibration check verification included in data package.

Criteria
The analyte calibration criteria in the following Table must be obtained. Analytes not meeting the

criteria are qualified.

A separate worksheet should be filled for each initial curve.
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Initial Calibration-  Table 2. RRF, %RSD, and %D Acceptance Criteria for Initial Calibration
and CCV for Low/Medium Volatile Analysis

\nalvie Minimum | Maximum Opening Closing
G RRF %RSD | Masimum %D? | Maximum %D
Dichlorodiftnoromethane 0.010 5.0 =100 +30.0
Chloromethane 0.010 20.0 £30.0 +30.0
Vvl chloride 0.010 20.0 =230 +30.0
Bromomethane 0.010 40.0 =30.0 +30.0
Chloroethane 0.010 40.0 =250 £30.0
Trichloroflnoromethane 0.010 40.0 £30.0 £50.0
1.1-Dichloroethene 0.060 20.0 £20.0 £25.0
1.1.2-Tnchloro-1.2.2-trifluoroethane 0.050 5.0 250 300
Acetone 0.010 40.0 +40.0 +50.0
Carbon disulfide 0.100 20.0 £23.0 230
Methv] acetate 0.010 40.0 =40.0 +30.0
Methvlene chlonde 0.010 40.0 £30.0 =300
trans- 1.2-Dichlorozthene 0.100 20.0 +200 2250
Methv] tert-buiv] ether 0.100 40.0 250 300
1.1-Dicbloreethane 0.300 20.0 =200 250
cis-1.2-Dichloroethene 0.200 200 +20.0 250
2-Butanone 0.010 40.0 +40.0 +30.0
Bromochloromethane 0.100 20.0 +20.0 250
Chloroform 0.300 20.0 +20.0 £250
1.1.1-Trnichloroethane 0.050 20.0 =350 £25.0
Cvclohexane 0.010 0.0 =250 £50.0
Carbon tetrachionde 0.100 20.0 +250 250
Benzene 0.200 20.0 +20.0 +25.0
1.2-Dichlorosthane 0.070 20.0 +20.0 250
Trichloroethene 0.200 20.0 =20.0 25,0
Methylevelohexane 0.050 40.0 £250 £50.0
1.2-Dichloropropane 0.200 20.0 £20.0 23,0
Bromodichloromethane 0.300 20.0 =200 £330
c1s-1.3-Dichloropropene 0.300 200 =200 250
4-Methyi-2-pentanone 0.030 250 +30.0 +50.0
Tolnene 0.300 20,0 £20.0 5.0
trans-1.3-Dichloropropene 0.200 20.0 £20.0 +23.0
1.1.2-Trchloroethane 0.200 20.0 +20.0 £23.0
Tetrachloroethene 0.100 20,0 £20.0 250
2-Hexanone 0.010 40.0 +40.0 +30.0
Dibromochloromethane 0.200 20.0 £20.0 230
1.2-Dibronwethane 0.200 20.0 £20.0 5.0
Chlorobenzene 0.400 20.0 £20.0 250
Ethvibenzene 0.400 20.0 +20.0 250
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i

Analvte Minimum | Maximum Opening Closing
- RRF %RSD | Maximum %D’ | Maximum
m.p-Nyiene 0.200 20.0 =200 =250
o-Xvlene 0.200 20.0 =20.0 =250
Strene 0.200 20.0 +20.0 23,0
Bromoform 0.100 20.0 +25.0 =500
Isopropylbenzene 0.400 20.0 =250 25.0
1.1.2.2-Tetrachloroethane 0.200 20.0 +23.0 230
1.3-Dichlorobenzene 0.500 20.0 =20.0 =25.0
1.4-Dichlorobenzene 0.600 20.0 +30.0 £250
1.2-Dichlorobenzene 0.600 20.0 =20.0 230
1.2-Dibromo-3-closopropane 0.010 25.0 =30.0 =50.0
1.2 4-Tnichlorobenzene 0.400 20.0 +30.0 =30.0
1.2.3-Trichlorobenzene 0.400 250 =30.0 =500
Deuterated Monitoring Compound

Vinv] chloride-ds 0.010 20.0 +30.0 £30.0
Chloroethane-¢s 0.010 40.0 £30.0 £30.0
|.1-Dichloroethene-d: 0.050 20.0 =250 230
2-Butanone-ds 0.010 40.0 +40.0 +30.0
Chlorofornt-d 0.300 20.0 +20.0 +23.0
1.2-Dichloroethane-ls 0.060 20.0 +25.0 +23.0
Benzene-ds 0.300 20.0 +20.0 +23.0
1.2-Dichlorepropane-ds 0.200 20.0 £20.0 +23.0
Toluene-ds 0.300 20.0 =20.0 +33.0
trans-1.3-Dichloropropene-d: 0.200 200 £20.0 +23.0
2-Hexanone-ds 0.010 40.0 +40.0 +50.0
1.1.2.2-Tetrachloroethane-d: 0.200 20.0 £330 +25.0
1.2-Dichlorobenzene-ch 0.400 20.0 +20.0 +23.0

If a closing CCV is acting as an opening CCV, all target analytes and DMCs must meet the
requirements for an opening CCV.

Actions:

1.

If any volatile target compound has an RRF value less than the minimum in the table, use
professional judgment for detects, based on mass spectral identification, to qualify the data
as estimated (J+ or R).

a. If any volatile target compound has an RRF value less than the minimum criterion,
qualify non-detected compounds as unusable (R).
b. If any of the volatile target compounds listed in the Table has %RSD greater than

the criteria, qualify detects as estimated (J), and non-detected compounds using
professional judgment.

C. If the volatile target compounds meet the acceptance criteria for RRF and the
%RSD, no qualification of the data is necessary.

10
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d. No qualification of the data is necessary on the DMC RRF and %RSD data alone.
Use professional judgment and follow the guidelines in Action 2 to evaluate the DMC
RRF and %RSD data in conjunction with the DMC recoveries to determine the need
for qualification of data.

2. At the reviewer's discretion, and based on the project-specific Data Quality Objectives

(DQOs), a more in-depth review may be considered using the following guidelines:

a. If any volatile target compound has a %RSD greater than the maximum criterion in
the Table, and if eliminating either the high or the low-point of the curve does not
restore the %RSD to less than or equal to the required maximum:

i, Qualify detects for that compound(s) as estimated (J).
i Qualify non-detected volatile target compounds using professional
judgment.

b. If the high-point of the curve is outside of the linearity criteria (e.g., due to
saturation):

I Qualify detects outside of the linear portion of the curve as estimated (J).

i No qualifiers are required for detects in the linear portion of the curve.

i, No qualifiers are required for volatile target compounds that were not
detected.

C. If the low-point of the curve is outside of the linearity criteria:

i, Qualify low-level detects in the area of non-linearity as estimated (J).

. No qualifiers are required for detects in the linear portion of the curve.

ii. For non-detected volatile compounds, use the lowest point of the linear
portion of the curve to determine the new quantitation limit.

Note: If the laboratory has failed to provide adequate calibration information, inform the
Region's designated representative to contact the laboratory and request the
necessary information. If the information is not available, the reviewer must use
professional judgment to assess the data.

State in the Data Review Narrative, if possible, the potential effects on the data due
to calibration criteria exceedance.

Note, for the Laboratory COR action, if calibration criteria are grossly exceeded.

Table. Initial Calibration Actions for Low/Medium Volatile Analysis — Summary

Action

Criteria

Detect

Non-detect

Initial Calibration not performed ot

Use professional

Use professional

Jtor R

speciflied [Tequency and seqience judmnent Judmuent
R R
Instinl Calibration not performed at the
. 5 3 w
specified concentrations
RRF - Afininnun RRF in Table for Use professional
target analyie judgment R

RRF - AMininnun RRF in Table  for
1arget analvie

No qualification

No qualification

2oRSD > Maximum *oRSD in Table
for target analxte

J

Llse professionnl
Judginent

SoRSD = Maxamum ®eRSD i Table
for torget mnlyvie

Neo qualification

No qualification

11



DATA REVIEW WORKSHEETS

All criteria were met _X____
Criteria were not met
andlor see below

Continuing Calibration Verification (CCV)

NOTE:

Action:

1.

Verify that the CCV was run at the required frequency (an opening and closing CCV must be
run within 12-hour period) and the CCV was compared to the correct initial calibration. If the
mid-point standard from the initial calibration is used as an opening CCV, verify that the
result (RRF) of the mid-point standard was compared to the average RRF from the correct
initial calibration.

The closing CCV used to bracket the end of a 12-hour analytical sequence may be used as
the opening CCV for the new 12-hour analytical sequence, provided that all the technical
acceptance criteria are met for an opening CCV (see criteria show before in the Table) . If
the closing CCV does not meet the technical acceptance criteria for an opening CCV, then a
BFB tune followed by an opening CCV is required and the next 12-hour time period begins
with the BFB tune.

All DMCs must meet RRF criteria. No qualification of the data is necessary on the DMCs
RRF and %RSD/%D data alone. However, use professional judgment o evaluate the DMC
and %RSD/%D data in conjunction with the DMC recoveries to determine the need of
qualification the data.

If a CCV (opening and closing) was not run at the appropriate frequency, qualify data using
professional judgment.

Qualify all volatile target compounds in Table shown before using the following criteria:

a. For an opening CCV, if any volatile target compound has an RRF value less than the
minimum criterion, use professional judgment for detects, based on mass spectral
identification, to qualify the data as estimated (J) and qualify non-detected
compounds as unusable (R).

b. For a closing CCV, if any volatile target compound has an RRF value less than the
criteria, use professional judgment for detects based on mass spectral identification
to qualify the data as estimated (J), and qualify non-detected compounds as
unusable (R).

c. For an opening CCV, if the Percent Difference value for any of the volatile target
compounds is outside the limits in calibration criteria Table shown before, qualify
detects as estimated (J) and non-detected compounds as estimated (UJ).

d. For a closing CCV, if the Percent Difference value for any volatile target compound
is outside the limits in calibration criteria table, qualify detects as estimated (J) and
non-detected compounds as estimated (UJ).

e. If the volatile target compounds meet the acceptable criteria for RRF and the
Percent Difference, no qualification of the data is necessary.

12
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f. No qualification of the data is necessary on the DMC RRF and the Percent
Difierence data alone. Use professional judgment to evaluate the DMC RRF and
Percent Difference data in conjunction with the DMC recoveries to determine the
need for qualification of data.

Notes: If the laboratory has failed to provide adequate calibration information, inform the

Region's designated representative to contact the laboratory and request the

necessary information. If the information is not available, the reviewer must use

professional judgment to assess the data.

State in the Data Review Narrative, if possible, the potential effects on the data due
to calibration criteria exceedance.

Note, for Contract Laboratory COR action, if calibration criteria are grossly
exceeded.

Table. Continuing Calibration Actions for Low/Medium Volatile Analysis - Summary

Criteria for Opening | Criteria for Action

58Y Clining CCV Deteet Non-detect

CCVart pertonued | COV pot pertonued 1se professional Lae protessional

at requaed fiegueney | al requared dgnen Judmuen
frequency R R

LUV ot patonued | COV ot geaforned Use profuessiona] L'se professivnn]

at spevafied ar specrfied wudggnent Jlenent

LI entL AL concentiation

BRI A RRE - Mimnuwun Use professiomal R

RRF w Tahle 2 fiw
T gel analyte

RRF m Table for

fargel advie

mdgment
Ju R

RRY Mt
RRI i Lable 2 1w
target analvte

RRF  Nhonomm
RRI w Jable  fu
tarzel analvie

No queabification

No quahlication

oIy ontaule the
Opemngz Maxinmm
“al> linaes m Table 2
fer ket analyle

oD ounisyde e
Chosng Maxnonm
oD binnts i Table
for lagaet anhy e

i

ol witlum the
mchisve Opening
Mot 29D hnurs
i Table 2 for sger
Al

*oD) within the
mehive Closg
Maxnumn %D
linuags t Talde  ton
1 el auadvte

No quahification

Noquahlieaton
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All criteria were met __ X___
Criteria were not met
and/or sea below

BLANK ANALYSIS RESULTS (Sections 1 & 2)

The assessment of the blank analysis results is fo determine the existence and magnitude of
contamination problems. The criteria for evaluation of blanks apply only to blanks associated with the
samples, including trip, equipment, and laboratory blanks. If problems with any blanks exist, all data
associated with the case must be carefully evaluated to determine whether or not there is an inherent
variability in the data for the case, or if the problem is an isolated occurrence not affecting other data.

List the contamination in the blanks below. High and low levels blanks must be treated separately.

The concentration of a target analyte in any blank must not exceed its Contract Required
Quantitation Limit (CRQL) (2x CRQLs for Methylene chloride, Acetone, and 2-Butanone). TIC
concentration in any blanks must be < 5.0 pg/L for water (0.0050 mg/L for TCLP leachate) and < 5.0
ug/kg for soil matrices.

Laboratory blanks

The method blank, like any other sample in the SDG, must meet the technical acceptance criteria for
sample analysis.

DATE LABID LEVEL/ COMPOUND CONCENTRATION
ANALYZED MATRIX UNITS

_No_target_analyte_detected_in_method_blanks._

Field/Equipment/Trip blank

If field or trip blanks are present, the data reviewer should evaluate this data in a similar fashion as
the method blanks.

DATE LAB ID LEVEL/ COMPOUND CONCENTRATION
ANALYZED MATRIX UNITS

_No_field/equipment_blanks_analyzed_associated_with_this_data_package._No_target_analytes__
_detected_in_trip_blank.

Note:

14
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BLANK ANALYSIS RESULTS (Section 3)

Blank Actions

Note:

Al criteria were met _X___
Criteria were not met
and/orsee below ____

All fields blank results associated with a particular group of samples (may exceed
one per case) must be used to qualify data. Trip blanks are used to qualify only
those samples with which they were shipped. Blanks may not be qualified because
of contamination in another blank. Field blanks and trip blanks must be qualified for
system monitoring compounds, instrument performance criteria, and spectral or
calibration QC problems.

Samples taken from a drinking water tap do not have associated field blanks.

When applied as described in the Table below, the contaminant concentration in the
blank is multiplied by the sample dilution factor.

Table. Blank and TCLP/SPLP LEB Actions for Low/Medium Volatile Analysis

Blank Type Blank Result Sample Result Action for Samples
Detects Not detected No qualification requized
- CRQL * = CRQL* Report CRQL value witha U
= CRQL" No qualification required
Method. < CRQL* Report CRQL value witha U
Storage. Field. >CRQL* and £ Report blank valve for sample
Trip. “CRQL # blank concentration | conceniration wirth a U
gé‘p SPLP ﬁlgufl{c(glc::;::::ra}ion No qualification required
Instument®* - CRQL” < CRQL* Report CROL value witha U
- CRQL* No qualification required
Gross D Report blank value for sample
L etects o
contamination concentration with a U

* 2x the CRQL for methylene chloride, 2-butanone and acetone.

** Qualifications based on instrument blank results affect only the sample analyzed
immediately after the sample that has target compounds that exceed the calibration
range or non-target compounds that exceed 100 pg/L.

Action Levels (ALs) should be based upon the highest concentration of contaminant determined in
any blank. Do not qualify any blank with another blank. The ALs for samples which have been diluted
should be corrected for the sample dilution factor and/or % moisture, where applicable. No positive
sample results should be reported unless the concentration of the compound in the samples exceeds
the Als:
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Notes:

High and low level blanks must be treated separately
Compounds qualified “U” for blank contamination are still considered *hits” when qualifying for

calibration criteria.

CONTAMINATION
SOURCE/LEVEL

COMPOUND

CONC/UNITS

AL/UNITS

SQL

AFFECTED
SAMPLES

16
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All criteria were met __¥___
Criteria were not met
andfor see below

DEUTERATED MONITORING COMPOUNDS (DMCs})

Laboratory performance of individual samples is established by evaluation of surrogate spike (DMCs)
recoveries. All samples are spiked with surrogate compounds prior to sample analysis. The accuracy
of the analysis is measured by the surrogate percent recovery. Since the effects of the sample matrix
are frequently outside the control of the laboratory and may present relatively unique problems, the
validation of data is frequently subjective and demands analytical experience and professional
judgment.

Table. Volatile Deuterated Monitoring Compounds (DMCs) and Recovery Limits

DMC %R for Water Sample | %R for Soil Sample
Vvl chiloride-d3 60-135 30-150
Chloroethane-d5 70-130 30-150
1.1-Dichloroethene-d2 60-125 45-110
2-Butanone-ds 40-130 J0-135
Chloroform-d 70-125 40-150
1.2-Dichloroethane-d-4 70-125 70-130
Benzene-d6 70-125 20-135
1.2-Dichloropropane-d6 | 70-120 70-120
Toluene-d8 80-120 30-130
trans-1.3- 60-125 30-135
Dichloropropene-d4

2-Hexanoune-d3 45-130 20-135
1.1.2.2- 65-120 45-120
Tetrachloroethane-d2

1.2-Dichlorobenzene-d4 | 80-120 75-120

NOTE: The recovery limits for any of the compounds listed in the above Table may be
expanded at any time during the period of performance if the United Stales
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) determines that the limits are too restrictive.

Action:

Are recoveries for DMCs in volatile samples and blanks must be within the limits specified in the
Table above. Yes? or No?

NOTE: The recovery limits for any of the compounds listed in the Table above may be
expanded at any time during the period of performance if USEPA determines that
the limits are too restrictive.
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List the DMCs that may fail to meet the recovery limits
Sample ID Date DMCs % Recovery Action

Note: DMCs recoveries within the laboratory required control limits and within the guidance
document performance criteria (80 — 120). Other non-deuterated surrogates added to the samples
within laboratory control limits.

Note:

Action:

1.

Table.

Any sample which has more than 3 DMCs outside the limits must be reanalyzed.

For any recovery greater than the upper acceptance limit:

a. Qualify detected associated volatile target compounds as estimated high (J+).

b. Do not qualify non-detected associated volatile target compounds.

For any recovery greater than or equal to 10%, and less than the lower acceptance limit:

a. Qualify detected associated volatile target compounds as estimated low (J-).

b. Qualify non-detected associated volatile target compounds as estimated (UJ).

For any recovery less than 10%:

a. Qualify detected associated volatile target compounds as estimated low (J-).

b. Qualify non-detected associated volatile target compounds as unusable (R).

For any recovery within acceptance limits, no qualification of the data is necessary.

In the special case of a blank analysis having DMCs out of specification, the reviewer must
give special consideration to the validity of associated sample data. The basic concern is
whether the blank problems represent an isolated problem with the blank alone, or whether
there is a fundamental problem with the analytical process. For example, if one or more
samples in the batch show acceptable DMC recoveries, the reviewer may choose to
consider the blank problem to be an isolated occurrence. However, even if this judgment
allows some use of the affected data, note analytical problems for Contract L.aboratory COR
action.

If more than three DMCs are outside of the recovery limits for Low/Medium volatiles analysis
and the sample was not reanalyzed, note under Contract Problems/Non-Compliance.

Deuterated Monitoring Compound (DMC) Recovery Actions for Low/Medium Volatiles Analyses
— Summary

Action
Criteria Detect Associated Non-detected Associated
Compounds Compounds

2oR < 10% J- R

10° _ ®oR - Lower Acceptance Limit J- Ul

Lower Acceprance Linut == ®eR = Upper
Acceptance Limit

No qualification No qualification

%oR - Upper Acceptance Lunit J+ No qualification

18
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TABLE. VOLATILE DEUTERATED MONITORING COMPOUNDS (DMCs) AND THE ASSQCIATED

TARGET COMPOUNDS
“invl chloride-ds (DMC-1) Chloroethane-ds: {DMC-2) | 1,1-Dichloroethene-d: (DMC-3)
Vvl chionide Dichiorodifluoromethane trans- 1.2-Dichloroethene
Chloromethane ¢1s-1.2-Dichloroethene
Bromomethiane §.1-Dichloroethene
Chloroethane
Carbon disulfide
2-Butanone-ds (DMC) Chloroform-d (DMC-5) 1,2-Dichloroethane-ds (DMC-6)
Acetone 1.1-Dichloroethane Trichlorofluoromethane
2-Butanone Bromochloromethane 1.1.2-Trehloro-1.2.2-trifluoroethane
Chloroform Methyl acetate
Dibremochloromethane Methylene cllonde
Bromoform Methyl-tert-buivl ether
1.1.1-Trichloroethane
Carbon tetrachlonde
1.2-Dibromoethane
1.2-Dichloroethane
Benzene-ds (DMC-7) 1,2-Diichloropropane-ds Toluene-ds (DNIC-9)
(DMIC-8)
Benzene Cvclohexane Tnchloroethene
Methylevelohexane Toluene
1.2-Dichloropropane Tetrachloroethene
Bromodiclloromethane Ethylbenzene
o-Nvlene
m.p-Xyvlene
Styrene
Isopropvlbenzene
trans-1,3-Dichlorepropene-s 2-Hexanone-ds (DMC-11) | 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane-d:
{DMC-10) (DMC-12)
cis-1.3-Dichloropropene 4-Methyl-2-pentanone 1.1.2.2.-Tetrachloroethane
trans-1 . 3-Dichloropropene 2-Hexanone 1.2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane
1.1.2-Tnchloroethane
1,2-Dichlorobenzene-d:
(DMC-13)
Chlorcbenzene
1.3-Dichlorobenzene
1.4-Dichiorobenzene
1.2-Dichlorobenzene
1.2 J-Tnchlorobenzene
1.2.3-Tnchlorobenzene
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All criteria were met ___ X,
Criteria were not met
andfor see below

MATRIX SPIKE/MATRIX SPIKE DUPLICATE (MS/MSD)

This data is generated to determine long term precision and accuracy in the analytical method for
various matrices. This data alone cannot be used to evaluate the precision and accuracy of individual
samples. If any % R in the MS or MSD falls outside the designated range, the reviewer should
determine if there are matrix effects, i.e. LCS data are within the QC limits but MS/MSD data are
outside QC limit.

NOTES: Data for MS and MSDs will not be present unless requested by the Region.
Notify the Contract Laboratory COR if a field or trip blank was used for the
MS and MSD.

For a Matrix Spike that does not meet criteria, apply the action to only the field sample used to
prepare the Matrix Spike sample. If it is clearly stated in the data validation materials that the
samples were taken through incremental sampling or some other method guaranteeing the
homogeneity of the sample group, then the entire sample group may be qualified.

1. MS/MSD Recoveries and Precision Criteria

The laboratory should use one MS and a duplicate analysis of an unspiked field sample if target
analytes are expected in the sample. If target analytes are not expected, MS/MSD should be
analyzed.

List the %Rs, RPD of the compounds which do not meet the criteria.

Sample ID:_ FA41854-2MS/-2MSD____ Matrix/Level:__Groundwater___
The QC reported here applies to the following samples: Method: SW846 8260C
FA41854-1, FA41854-2, FA41854-3
FA41854-2  Spike MS MS  Spike MSD MSD Limits
Compound ug/l Q ugl uwg % ugh  ugl % RPD Rec/RPD

Note: MS/MSD % recoveries and RPD within laboratory control limits.

Note:

* QC limits are laboratory in-house performance criteria, LL = lower limit, UL = upper
limit.

i if QC limits are not available, use limits of 70 - 130 %.
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Actions:

1. No qualification of the data is necessary on MS and MSD data alone. However, using
professional judgment, the validator may use the MS and MSD results in conjunction with
other QC criteria and determine the need for some qualification of the data.

QUALITY %R <LL %R > UL
Positive results J J
Nondetects results R Accept

MS/MSD criteria apply only to the unspiked sample, its dilutions, and the associated MS/MSD
samples:
If the % R for the affected compounds were < LL (or 70 %), qualify positive results (J) and

nondetects (UJ).
If the % R for the affected compounds were > UL (or 130 %), only qualify positive results

(J).
If 25 % or more of all MS/MSD %R were < LL (or 70 %) or if two or more MS/MSD %Rs

were < 10%, qualify all positive results (J) and reject nondetects (R).

A separate worksheet should be used for each MS/MSD pair,

21



DATA REVIEW WORKSHEETS

All criteriz were mel _%____
Criteria were not met
andfor see below

LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE (LCS) ANALYSIS
This data is generated to determine accuracy of the analytical method for various matrices.
1. LCS Recoveries Criteria
Where LCS spiked with the same analyte at the same concentrations as the MS/MSD?
Yes or No. If no make note in data review memo.

List the %R of compounds which do not meet the criteria

LCSID COMPOUND %R QC LIMIT

_Recoveries_(blank_spike)_within_laboratory_control_limits.

Note:
* QC limits are laboratory in-house performance criteria, LL = lower limit, UL = upper
limit,
* If QC limits are not available, use limits of 70 — 130 %.
Actions:
QUALITY %R < LL %R > UL
Positive results J J
Nondetects results R Accept

All analytes in the associated sample results are qualified for the following criteria.

If 25 % of the LCS recoveries were < LL {or 70 %), qualify all positive results (j} and reject
nondetects (R).
If two or more LCS were below 10 %, qualify all positive results as (J) and reject
nondetects (R).

2. Freguency Criteria:
Where LCS analyzed at the required frequency and for each matrix? Yes or No.

If no, the data may be affected. Use professional judgment to determine the severity of the effect and
qualify data accordingly. Discuss any actions below and list the samples affected.
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All criteria were met ___NIA

Criteria were not met
and/or see below
IX. FIELD/LABORATORY DUPLICATE PRECISION
Sample IDs: - Matrix: -

Field/laboratory duplicates samples may be taken and analyzed as an indication of overall precision.
These analyses measure both field and lab precision; therefore, the results may have more variability
than laboratory duplicates which only laboratory performance. It is also expected that soil duplicate
results will have a greater variance than water matrices due to difficulties associated with collecting
identical field duplicate samples.

The project QAPP should be reviewed for project-specific information.
NOTE: In the absence of QAPP guidance for validating data from field duplicates, the
following action will be taken.

Identify which samples within the data package are field duplicates. Estimate the relative percent
difference (RPD) between the values for each compound. Use professional judgment to note large
RPDs (> 50%) in the narrative.

COMPOUND | SQL | SAMPLE DUPLICATE RPD | ACTION
CONC. CONC.

No field/laboratory duplicate analyzed with this data package. MS/MSD % recovery RPD used to
assess precision. RPD within required criteria, < 50 % for target analytes detected at concentration
> 5x the SQL.

Actions:

Qualify as estimated positive results (J) and nondetects (UJ) for the compound that exceeded the
above criteria. For organics, only the sample and duplicate will be qualified.

If an RPD cannot be calculated because one or both of the sample results is not detected, the
following actions are suggested based on professional judgment:

If one sample result is not detected and the other is greater than 5x the SQL qualify (J/UJ).

If one sample value is not detected and the other is greater than 5x the SQL and the SQLs for the
sample and duplicate are significantly different, use professional judgment to determine if
qualification is appropriate.

If one sample value is not detected and the other is less than 5x, use professional judgment to
determine if qualification is appropriate.

If both sample and duplicate results are not detected, no action is needed.
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All criteria wera met ___X___
Criteria were not met
andforseabelow

X. INTERNAL STANDARD PERFORMANCE

The assessment of the internal standard (IS) parameter is used to assist the data reviewer in
determining the condition of the analytical instrumentation.

DATE SAMPLEID ISOUT IS AREA ACCEPTABLE ACTION
RANGE

Internal standard area within laboratory control limits.

Action:
1. If an internal standard area count for a sample or blank is greater than 200.0% of the area for
the associated standard (opening CCV or mid-point standard from initial calibration) (see
Table below):
a. Qualify detects for compounds quantitated using that internal standard as estimated
low {J-).
b. Do not qualify non-detected associated compounds.
2, If an internal standard area count for a sample or blank is less than 20.0% of the area for the
associated standard (opening CCV or mid-point standard from initial calibration):
a. Qualify detects for compounds quantitated using that internal standard as estimated
high (J+).
b. Qualify non-detected associated compounds as unusable (R).
3. If an internal standard area count for a sample or blank is greater than or equal to 20.0%,

and less than or equal to 200% of the area for the associated standard opening CCV or mid-
point standard from initial calibration, no qualification of the data is necessary.

4. If an internal standard RT varies by more than 30.0 seconds: Examine the chromatographic
profile for that sample to determine if any false positives or negatives exist. For shifts of a
large magnitude, the reviewer may consider partial or total rejection of the data for that
sample fraction. Detects should not need to be qualified as unusable (R) if the mass spectral
criteria are met.

. If an internal standard RT varies by less than or equal to 30.0 seconds, no qualification of the
data is necessary.

Note: Inform the Contract Laboratory Program Project Officer (CLP PO) if the internal
standard performance criteria are grossly exceeded. Note in the Data Review
Narrative potential effects on the data resulting from unacceptable internal standard
performance.
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8. If required internal standard compounds are not added to a sample or blank, qualify detects
and non-detects as unusable (R).
7. If the required internal standard compound is not analyzed at the specified concentration in a

sample or blank, use professional judgment to qualify detects and non-detects.

Table. Internal Standard Actions for Low/Medium Volatiles Analyses - Summary

calibration)

Action
- Detected Non-detected
Criteria Associated Associated
Compeounds* | Compounds*
Area counts = 200%o of 12-hour standard (openmg CCV or I No
mid-point starxdard from initial calibration) qualification
Area couuts < 200 of 12-hour standard (opening CCV or
: . . g . J- R
mnd-poim staundard from mitial calibration)
Area countts > 30% but < 200° of 12-hour standard (opening No qualification
CC\ or mid-point standard from initial calibration) POETE
RT difference = 30.0 seconds berween samples and 12-hour
standard (opening CCV or mid-point standard from initial R¥* R

RT difference < 30.0 seconds berween samples and 12-hour
standard (opening CCV or nud-point standard fiom initial
calibration)

No qualification

* For volatile compounds associated to each internal standard, see TABLE - VOLATILE TARGET ANALYTES,
DEUTERATED MONITORING COMPOUNDS WITH ASSOCIATED INTERNAL STANDARDS FOR QUANTITATION in
SOMO2.2, Exhibit D, available at: http:/fwww.epa.gov/superfund/programs/clp/download/som/som22d.pdf
** Detects should not need to be qualified as unusable (R) if the mass spectral criteria are met.
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All criteria wera met __¥___
Criteria were not met
and/or see below

TARGET COMPOUND IDENTIFICATION
Criteria:
Is the Relative Retention Times (RRTSs) of reported compounds within +0.06 RRT units of the

standard RRT [opening Continuing Calibration Verification (CCV) or mid-point standard from the
initial calibration). Yes? or No?

List compounds not meeting the criteria described above:

Sample ID Compounds Actions

Mass spectra of the sample compound and a current laboratory-generated standard [i.e., the mass
spectrum from the associated calibration standard (opening CCV or mid-point standard from initial
calibration)] must match according to the following criteria:

a. All ions present in the standard mass spectrum at a relative intensity greater than
10% must be present in the sample spectrum.
b. The relative intensities of these ions must agree within +20% between the standard

and sample spectra (e.g., for an ion with an abundance of 50% in the standard
spectrum, the corresponding sample ion abundance must be between 30-70%).

C. lons present at greater than 10% in the sample mass spectrum, but not present in
the standard spectrum, must be evaluated by a reviewer experienced in mass
spectral interpretation.

List compounds not meeting the criteria described above:

Sample ID Compounds Actions
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Action:

1.

The application of qualitative criteria for GC/MS analysis of target compounds requires
professional judgment. It is up to the reviewer's discretion to obtain additional information
from the laboratory. If it is determined that incorrect identifications were made, qualify all
such data as unusable (R).

Use professional judgment to qualify the data if it is determined that cross-contamination has
occurred.

Note in the Data Review Narrative any changes made to the reported compounds or
concems regarding farget compound identifications. Note, for Contract Laboratory COR
action, the necessity for numerous or significant changes.

TENTATIVELY IDENTIFIED COMPOUNDS (TICS)

NOTE: Tentatively identified compounds should only be evaluated when requested by a
party from outside of the Hazardous Waste Support Section (HWSS).

List TICs

Sample 1D Compound Sample ID Compound

Action:

1. Qualify all TIC resuits for which there is presumptive evidence of a match (e.g. greater than

or equal to 85% match) as tentatively identified (NJ}, with approximated concentrations. TICs

labeled “unknown” are qualified as estimated (J).

General actions related to the review of TIC results are as follows:

a. If it is determined that a tentative identification of a non-target compound is
unacceptable, change the tentative identification to “unknown” or another
appropriate identification, and qualify the result as estimated (J).

b. If all contractually-required peaks were not library searched and quantitated, the
Region’s designated representative may request these data from the laboratory.

In deciding whether a library search result for a TIC represents a reasonable identification,

use professional judgment. If there is more than one possible match, report the result as

“either compound X or compound Y”. If there is a lack of isomer specificity, change the TIC

result to a nonspecific isomer result (e.g., 1.3,5-trimethyl benzene to trimethyl benzene
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isomer) or to a compound class {e.g., 2-methyl, 3-ethyl benzene to a substituted aromatic

compound).

4, The reviewer may elect to report all similar compounds as a total {(e.g., all alkanes may be
summarized and reported as total hydrocarbons}).

5. Target compounds from other fractions and suspected laboratory contaminants should be
marked as “non-reportable”.

6. Other Case factors may influence TIC judgments. if a sample TIC match is poor, but other

samples have a TIC with a valid library match, similar RRT, and the same ions, infer
identification information from the other sample TIC results.

7. Note in the Data Review Narrative any changes made to the reported data or any concerns
regarding TIC identifications.

8. Note, for Contract Laboratory COR action, failure to properly evaluate and report TICs
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All criteria were met _%___
Crileria were not met
andfor see below

SAMPLE QUANTITATION AND REPORTED CONTRACT REQUIRED QUANTITATION LIMITS
(CRQALS)

Action:

1. If any discrepancies are found, the Region's designated representative may contact the laboratory
to obtain additional information that could resoclve any differences. If a discrepancy remains
unresolved, the reviewer must use professional judgment to decide which value is the most accurate.
Under these circumstances, the reviewer may determine that qualification of data is warranted. Note
in the Data Review Narrative a description of the reasons for data qualification and the qualification
that is applied to the data.

2. For non-aqueous samples, in the percent moisture is less than 70.0%, no qualification of the data
is necessary. If the percent moisture is greater than or equal to 70.0% and less than 90.0%, qualify
detects as estimated (J) and non-detects as approximated (UJ). If the percent moisture is greater
than or equal to 80.0%, qualify detects as estimated (J} and non-detects as unusable (R) (see Table
below).

3. Note, for Contract Laboratory COR action, numerous or significant failures to accurately quantify
the target compounds or to properly evaluate and adjust CRQLs.

4. Results between MDL and CRQL should be qualified as estimated “J".

5. Results < MDL should be reported at the CRQL and qualified “U". MDLs themselves are not
reported.

Table. Percent Moisture Actions for Low/Medium Volatiles Analysis for Non-Aqueous Samples

Criteria Action
Detected Associated Non-detected Associated
Compounds Compounds

% Moisture < 70.0 No qualification

70.0 < % Moisture < 90.0 J uJ

% Moisture > 90.0 J R

The sample quantitation evaluation is to verify laboratory quantitation results. In the space below,
please show a minimum of one sample calculation:

Sample ID
FA41854-2MS Chloroform RF =0.484

[]= (556300)(50)/(0.484)(2263090) = 25.39 ppb Ok
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All criteria were met __X__

Criteria were not met
andforsee below
B. Percent Solids
List samples which have > 70 % solids
QUANTITATION LIMITS
A Dilution performed
SAMPLE ID DILUTION FACTOR REASON FOR DILUTION
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All criteria wera met __X
Criteria were not met
and/or see below _____

OTHER ISSUES
A System Performance
List samples qualified based on the degradation of system performance during simple analysis:

Sample ID Comments Actions

_No_degradation_of_system_performance_observed.

Action:

Use professional judgment to qualify the data if it is determined that system performance has
degraded during sample analyses. Inform the Contract Laboratory Program COR any action as a
result of degradation of system performance which significantly affected the data.

B. Overall Assessment of Data

List samples qualified based on other issues:

Sample ID Comments Actions

e ———

_No_additional_issues_observed_that_require_qualification_of_the_data._Results_are_valid_and__
_can_be_used_for_decission_purposes.

Action:

1. Use professional judgment to determine if there is any need to qualify data which were not
qualified based on the Quality Control {QC} criteria previously discussed.

2. Write a brief narrative to give the user an indication of the analytical limitations of the data. Inform

the Contract Laboratory COR the action, any inconsistency of the data with the Sample Delivery
Group (SDG) Narrative. if sufficient information on the intended use and required quality of the
data is available, the reviewer should include their assessment of the usability of the data within
the given context. This may be used as part of a formal Data Quality Assessment (DQA).
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EXECUTIVE NARRATIVE

SDG No: FA41854 Laboratory: Accutest, Orlando
Analysis: SW846-8270D Number of Samples: 4
Location: BMSMC, Humacao, PR

SUMMARY: Four (4) samples were analyzed for Benzaldehyde and bis(2-
Ethylhexyl)phthalate following method SW846-8270D; Selected PAHs and 1,4-Dioxane
were also analyzed by SW846-8270D using the selective ion monitoring (SIM) technique;
samples were analyzed separately for each analyte group. The sample results were
assessed according to USEPA data validation guidance documents in the following order
of precedence: EPA Hazardous Waste Support Section, SOP HW-35A, July 2015 —Revision
0. Semivolatile Data Validation. The QC criteria and data validation actions listed on the
data review worksheets are from the primary guidance document, unless otherwise
noted.

Results are valid and can be used for decision making purposes.

Critical issues: None
Major: None
Minor: None
Critical findings: None
Major findings: None
Minor findings: 1. No closing calibration verification included in data package for instruments GCMSV and

GCMSX. No action taken, professional judgment.

2. MS/MSD % recoveries and RPD within laboratory control limits except for the cases
described in the Data Review Worksheet MS/MSD % recovery for bis(2-
Ethylhexyl)phthalate outside laboratory control limits. No action taken, professional
judgment. Analyte recovered high and not detected in sample batch.

3. bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate recover high in Blank Spike. No action taken, professional
judgment; bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate not detected in sample batch.

COMMENTS: Results are valid and can be used for decision making purposes.
Reviewers Name: Rafael Infante

Chemist License 1888
Signature:

Date: April 14 2017
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DATA REVIEW WORKSHEETS

Project Number:_FA41854
Date: March_8,_2017
Shipping Date:__March_7,_2017
EPA Region: 2

REVIEW OF SEMIVOLATILE ORGANIC PACKAGE

The following guidelines for evaluating volatile organics were created to delineate required
validation actions. This document will assist the reviewer in using professional judgment to
make more informed decision and in better serving the needs of the data users. The sample
results were assessed according to USEPA data validation guidance documents in the
following order of precedence: EPA Hazardous Waste Support Section, SOP HW-35A, July
2015 —Revision 0. Semivolatile Data Validation. The QC criteria and data validation actions listed
on the data review worksheets are from the primary guidance document, unless otherwise
noted.

The hardcopied {laboratory name) _Accutest data package received has been
reviewed and the quality control and performance data summarized. The data review for SVOCs
included:

Lab. Project/SDG No.: __ FA41854 Sample matrix; ___ Groundwater____
No. of Samples: 8_SIM/4_SCAN

Trip blank No.: -

Field blank No.; -

Equipment blank No.: -

Field duplicate No.. -

_X___ Data Completeness __X___ Laboratory Control Spikes
__X___Holding Times ___X___ Field Duplicates
__X___GC/MS Tuning __X___ Calibrations
__X___Internal Standard Performance ___X___ Compound Identifications
__X___Blanks __X___ Compound Quantitation
___X___Surrogate Recoveries _X___ Quantitation Limits
___X___ Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate

_Overall Comments:_Selected_SVOCs_from_the_TCL _special_list_analyzed_by_method_SW846-
_8270D;_Selected_PAHs_and_1,4-Dioxane_analyzed_by_method_SW846-8270D_(SIM);_1,4-dioxane
_and_PAH's_analyzed_separately.

Definition of Qualifiers:

J- Estimated results
U- Compound not detected
R- Rejected data

UJ-  Estimat nondetez/
Reviewer: JEM L IM/—

Date:__April_14]_2017
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DATA COMPLETENESS

MISSING INFORMATION DATE LAB. CONTACTED DATE RECEIVED
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All criteria were met __X____
Criteria were not met
andfor see below

HOLDING TIMES

The objective of this parameter is fo ascertain the validity of the results based on the holding time of the
sample from time of collection to the time of analysis.

Complete table for all samples and note the analysis and/or preservation not within criteria

SAMPLE ID DATE DATE pH | ACTION
SAMPLED | EXTRACTED/ANALYZED

All samples extracted and analyzed within method recommended holding time. Sample preservation

appropriate.
I | ||

Cooler temperature (Criteria: 4 + 2 °C): 3.03.2_°C
Actions

Results will be qualified based on the criteria of the following Table:

Table 1. Holding Time Actions for Semivolatile Analyses

Action
Matrix Preserved Criteria ;;:;2?:":: d N;‘;;L’;ﬁ‘:jd
Compounds Compounds
= 7 days ({or extraction) e .
No < 40 days (for analysis) Use prolessional judgment
. . Use
No =7 days (1o_r exlracu?n) 1 professional
> 40 days ({or analysis) .
judgment
Aqueous < 7 days (lor extraction) Lo
Yes < 40 days (lor analysis) Na qualilication
= 7 days (lor extraction)
WD = 4() days (lor analysis) : -
Yes/No Grossly lixceeded J UlorR
< 14 days (for extraction) N .
No < 40 days (for analysis) Use prolessional judgment
= 14 days (lor extraction) .US"?
No . " J prolessional
> 40 days (lor analysis) tad ]
Non-Aqueous 5 0 fuegpmen
Yes UG R O C  e TG L) No qualification
< 40 days (lor analysis) que ¢
> 14 days (lor extraction)
Yes > 40 days (lor analysis) . Ui
Yes/No Grossly lixceeded ) UJ or R

All criteria were met __X,
Criteria were not me! see below
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GC/MS TUNING

The assessment of the tuning results is to determine if the sample instrumentation is within the standard
tuning QC limits

_X__ The DFTPP performance results were reviewed and found to be within the specified criteria.
_X__ DFTPP tuning was performed for every 12 hours of sample analysis.

If no, use professional judgment to determine whether the associated data should be accepted, qualified
or rejected.

Notes: These requirements do not apply when samples are analyzed by the Selected lon
Monitoring (SIM) technique.

All mass spectrometer conditions must be identical to those used during the sample
analysis. Background subtraction actions resulting in spectral distortion are
unacceptable

Notes: No data should be qualified based of DFTPP failure.

The requirement fo analyze the instrument performance check solution is optional when
analysis of PAHs/pentachlorophenal is to be performed by the SIM technique.

List the samples affected:
Actions:
1. if sample are analyzed without a preceding valid instrument performance check or are analyzed

12 hours after the Instrument Performance Check, qualify all data in those samples as unusable
R).

2. If ion abundance criteria are not met, use professional judgment to determine to what extent the
data may be utilized.

3. State in the Data Review Narrative, decisions to use analytical data associated with DFTPP
instrument performance checks not meeting the contract requirements.

4, Use professional judgment to determine if associated data should be qualified based on the

spectrum of the mass calibration compounds.
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INITIAL CALIBRATION VERIFICATION

Compliance requirements for satisfactory instrument calibration are established to ensure that the

All criteria were mel _X___

Critaria wera not met
angdior see below

instrument is capable of producing and maintaining acceptable quantitative data.

Date of initial calibration: 02M1317_(SIM)
Instrument ID numbers:

Matrix/Level:

GCMSW

03/13/17_(SCAN)

GCMSX

Aqueous/iow

Date of initial calibration;___02/23M17_(SIM)_____

Aqueous/iow

Instrument ID numbers: GCMSV

Matrix/Level: Aqueous/low

DATE LAB FILE | CRITERIA OUT COMPOUND SAMPLES
ID# RFs, %RSD, %D, r AFFECTED

initial and initial calibration verification meets the method and guidance validation document

performance criteria.

Note:

Actions:

Qualify the initial calibration analytes listed in Table 2 using the following criteria:

Table 3. Initial Calibratinn Actinns for Semivolatile Analysis

Action
Criteria
Detect Non-detect
.. o . L'se professional Use professional
Initial Calibration not performed at specified JE‘;Z; l‘.‘l'll ; i Lr:dgm cr:l
frequency and sequence
R R
Initial Calibration not performed at the specified ] Ul
concentrations
o hgis S Lise professional

RRIF < Minimum RRF in Table 2 for warget judgment R
bnalyte i

HorR

RRIF > Minimum RRF in Table 2 for arget
analye

No qualification

No qualification

YRS D > Maximum %RSD in Table 2 for warget
bnalyte

J

Lse professional
judgment

BARSD < Maximum %RSD in Table 2 lor target
pralyte

No qualification

No qualification
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Initial Calibration

Table 2. RRF, %RSD, and %D Acceptance Criteria in Initinl Calibration and CCV for Semivolatils
Analysis

TR Minimum Mnxin!um n?{:’;:::?ﬂ I\fl)np\cnmzﬁl
RRF % RSD D' %D’
1,4-Dioxane 0.010 40.0 L+ 44,0 - 5000
Benzaldehyde 0. 100 40.0 400 = 50.0
Phenol (.08 20.0 - 20.0 - 35,0
Bis(2-chlarocthyl)ether 0,100 2.0 = 2000 = 25.0)
2-Chlorophenol 0.200 20.0 = 2000 +25.0
2-Methylphenol 0.010 200 2010 +25.0
B3-Methylphenol 0.010 20,0 20,0 - 25.0
P, 2-(xyhis-(1-chloropropane)  [0.010 20.0 - 25.0 = 50.0
Acetophenone 0.060 20.0 i+ 2400 =250
A-Methylphenol 0.010 20,0 - 20.0 - 25.0
N-Nitroso-di-n-propylamine 0.080 20.0 25,0 - 25.0
| lexachloroethane 0. 100 20.0 20,0 - 25.0
Nitrobenzene 0.090 20.0 = 2000 - 25.0
[sophorone 0. 100 20.0 = 20,0 +25.0
P-Nitrophenol 0.060 200 - 20.0 - 25,0
2, 4-Dimethylphenol 0,050 20.0 +=25.0 =50.0
Bis(2-chlarocthoxy)methane 0.080 20.0 = 20.0 - 25.0
2, 4-Dichlorophenol 0.060 20,0 20,0 =250
Naphthalene 0.200 20.0 - 20.0 25,0
4-Chloroaniline 0.010 40.0 +40.0 1+ 50.0
| lexachlorobutadicne 0.040 20.0 = 20,0 = 25.0
(aprolactam 0.010 40.0 = 30.0 = 50.0
4-Chlore-3-methylphenol 0,040 20.0 =200 =250
2-Methylnaphihalene 0.100 20.0 =200 +25.0
i lexachlorocyclopentadiene 0.010 40.0 - 4.0 =50.0
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 0,090 20,0 = 20.0 - 25.0
2.4 5-Trichlorophenol 0. 100 20.0 = 20.0 = 25.0
1,1-Biphenyl 0.200 20.0 = 20.0 =250
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T el e e
’ %D’ %D’
D-Chloronaphthalene ).300 20.0 - 20).0 =250
P -Nitroaniline 0.060 20.0 - 25.0 =250
Dimethylphthalate 0.300 20.0 - 25.0 = 25.0
D 6-Dinitrotoluene {).080 2000 - 20,0 +=35.0
Acenaphthylene 0.400 20.0 = 2(.0 25,0
B-Nitroaniline 0.010 20.0 i+ 25.0 = 50.0
Acenaphthene 0.200 20,0 = 20.0 - 25.0
2.4-Dinitrophenol 0.010 40.0 = 50.0 = 50.0
4-Nitrophenol 0.010 40.0 = 4().0 - 50.0
Dibenzoluran 0.300 20.0 = 20.0 25.0
2 4-Dinitrotolucne K).070 2000 = 20.0 - 25.0
Dicthylphthalate ().300 20.0 =20.0 = 15.0
1,2,4,5-Tetrachlorobenzene 0.100 20.0 = 20).0) - 25.0
1-Chlorophenyl-phenylether £),100 20.0 = 20.0 =250
Fluorene ).200 20.0 = 2010 =+ 25.0
1-Nitroaniline (3.010 40.0 = 40.0 = 50.0
4,6-Dinitro-2-methylphenol 0.010 40.0 - 30).0) = 50.0
4-Bromophenyl-phenyl ether 0.070 20.0 - 20.0 - 25.0
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 0.100 20.0 - 300 £ 75,0
[ lexachlorobenzene ).050 20.0 = 20.0 =-25.0
Atrazine 0.010 40.0 - 15,0 = 50.0
Pentachlorophenol 0.010 40.0 L+ 40.0 50,0
Phenanthrene 0.200 20.0 - 20,0 = 25.0
Anthracene .20 20.0 = 20.0 ~25.0
Carbazole 0.050 20.0 = 20.0 = 25.0
Di-n-butylphthalate (0.500 20,0 - 20.0 - 25.0)
IFluoranthene (.100 20.0 - 20,0 - 25.0
Pyrenc ().400 20.0 =250 = 50.0
Butylbenzylphthalate 0.100 20.0 = 25.0 - 50.0
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s e vl A et
o %D' %D
3, 3'-Dichlorobenzidine 0.010 400 = 400 = 50.0
Benzo(a)anthracene 0.300 20.0 - 20.0 =25.0
Chrysene 0,200 200 = 20,0 = 50.0
Bis(2-cthylhexyl) phthalate 0.200 20.0 5.0 - 50.0
Di-n-octylphthalate 0.010 40,0 = 40,0 - 50.0
Benzo(b)lluoranthene 0.010 20.0 25,0 e 50,0
Benzo(k){luoranthene 0.010 20.0 = 25.0 = 50.0
Benzo{a)pyrene 0,010 20.0 =20.0 - 50.0
Indeno( 1,2,3-cd)pyrene 0.010 20.0 - 25.0 = 50.0
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracenc 0.010 20.0 - 25.0 = 50.0
Benzo(g,h,iperylene 0.010 20.0 - 30.0 - 50.0
2 ,3,4,6-Tetrachlorophenol 0.040 20.0 = 20.0) = 50.0
[Naphthalene 0.600 20.0 - 25.0 - 25.0
)-Methylnaphthalene 0.300 20.0 = 20.0 - 25.0
Accnaphthylene 0.900 20.0 = 20.0 = 25.0
Acenaphthene 0.500 200 = 20.0 - 25.0
I luorene (). 700 200 =35.0 - 50,0
Phenanthrene 0.300) 200 =230 - 50,0
Anthracene 0.400 20.0 - 25.0 - 50.0
Fluoranthene 0.400 200 - 25.0 = 50.0
Pyrene 0.500 20.0 - 30,0 - 50,0
Benzo(a)anthracene 0.400 200 = 25.0) - 50.0
(hyrsenc 0.400 20.0 - 250 = 50,0
Benzo(b){luoranthene 0. 100 20.0 - 30.0) = 50.0
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 0. 100 200 - 30.0 - 50.0
Benzoa)pyrene 0.100 20.0 25,0 = 50.0
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 0.100 20.0 - 4000 - 50.0
Dibenzofa,hanthracene 0,010 250 - 40.0 = 50.0
Benzo(g,h,Dperylene ().020 25.0 = 40.0 = 50.0
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Pentachlorophenol 0.010 40.0 - 50,0 L 50.0
Deuterated Monitoring Compounds
i Closin
Analyte ———— M:l xin?um N(l);?xcl:::i Mnximugm
RRF YoRSD o= %D

1, 4-Dioxane-dx 0.0 20.0 =25.0 + 50.0
Phenol-ds 0.010 20.0 =250 t25.0
Bis-(2-chloroethyl)ether-dy 0.100 20.0 = 2400 25,0
-Chlorophenol-d, ).200 200 200 =250
-Methy[phenol-dy 0.010 20.0 = 20.0 =25.0

1 -Chiloroaniline-d: 0.010 40.0 - 40.0 - 50.0
Nitrobenzene-ds 0.050 20.0 - 20.0 +25.0
P_Nitrophenol-d, 0.050 20,0 - 20.0 = 25.0
2,4—Dich]omphcno]-d1 ).060 2000 - 200 - 350
>imethylphthalate-d,, 0.300 20.0 = 20.0 +=25.0
Acenaphthylene-dy 0,400 20.0 L. 20.0 - 25,0
1-Nitrophenol-ds 0.010 4.0 - 40.0 + 50.0
Fluorene-d o 0,100 20.0 = 20,0 £ 25.0
4,6-Dinitro-2-methylphenol-d:  0.010 40.0 - 30,0 L 50.0
Anthracene-dia 0.300 20.0 - 20).0) +25.0
Pyrene-diw 0.300 20.0 15,0} = 50.0
Benzo(a)pyrene-di: 0.010 20.0 - 20.0 L+ 50.0
IFluoranthene-diw (S1M) 0.400 2.0 = 25.0 - 50.0
2-Methylnaphthalene-di (SIM) 0300 20.0 = 20.0 25,0

"If"a closing CCV is acting as an opening CCV, all target analytes must meet the requirements for an

opening CCV.

Note: If analysis by SIM technique is requested for PAH/pentachlorophencls, calibration
standards analyzed at 0.10, 0.20, 0.40, 0.80, and 1.0 ng/uL for each target compound
of interest and the associated DMCs. Pentachlorophenol will require only a four point

initial calibration at 0.20, 0.40, 0.80, and 1.0 ng/uL.
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All criteria weramet ___X_____
Criteria were not met
and/or see below

CONTINUING CALIBRATION VERIFICATION

Compliance requirements for satisfactory instrument calibration are established to ensure that the
instrument is capable of producing and maintaining acceptable quantitative data.

Date of initial calibration: 02/13117_(SIM) 02/23M17_(SIM)
Date of initial calibration verification (ICV):_02/13/17 02/2317

Date of continuing calibration verification (CCV): 3M7M7__ 031417

Date of closing CCV: 02/14/17;_03/18/17 -
Instrument ID numbers: GCMSW GCMSV
Matrix/Level: Aqueous/low Aqueous/low
Date of initial calibration: 03/13/17_{SCAN)

Date of initial calibration verification (ICV):_03/13/17
Date of continuing calibration verification (CCV),__03/14/17

Date of closing CCV: -

Instrument ID numbers: GCMSX

Matrix/Level: Aqueousflow.

DATE LAB  FILE | CRITERIA OUT COMPOUND SAMPLES
ID# RFs, %RSD, %D, r AFFECTED

|

Note: Initial and continuing calibration verifications meet the method and guidance document required
performance criteria.

No closing calibration verification included in data package for instruments GCMSV (SIM) and
(GCMSX (SCAN). No action taken, professional judgment.

Actions:

Notes: Verify that the CCV is run at the required frequency (an opening and closing CCV must
be run within 12-hour period).

All DMCs must meet the RRF values given in Table 2. No qualification of the data is
necessary on DMCs RRF and %RSD/%D alone. Use professional judgment to evaluate
DMCs and %RSD/%D data in conjunction with DMCs recoveries to determine the need
for qualification of the data.

Qualify the initial calibration analytes fisted in Table 2 using the following criteria in the CCVs:

10
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Table 4. CCV Actions for Semivolatile Analysis
£ Action
Criteria for Opening CCV Criteria for Clasing CCV
Detect Non-detect
Use Usc
CCV not performed at required CCV not performed at required professional professional
frequency and sequence lrequency judgment judgment
R R
. . - o . e Use Lse
CCV not performed at specitied CCV not pertormed at specilied L 3t
. . professional professional
concentration concentration g .
judgment judgment
Use
RRI’ < Minimum RRF in Table 2 | RRF < Minimum RRF in Table 2 | professional R
for target analyie for target analyte Jjudgment
JorR
RRF = Minimum RRF in Table 2 | RRF > Minimum RRF in Table 2 No No
for target analyie tor target analyte qualification qualilication
%I outside the Opening %D outside the Closing Maximum
Maximum %D limits in Table 2 %D limits in Table 2 for target J &)
for target analyte analyte
%D within the inclusive Opening | %D within the inclusive Closing ~o o
Maximum %D limits in Table 2 | Maximum 26D limits in Table 2 SO -
. . B qualification qualification
for target analyte for target analyte

11
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Al criteria wera met ___X
Criteria were not met
andior see below

BLANK ANALYSIS RESULTS (Sections 1 & 2)

The assessment of the blank analysis results is to determine the existence and magnitude of
contamination problems. The criteria for evaluation of blanks apply only to blanks associated with the
samples, including trip, equipment, and laboratory blanks. If problems with any blanks exist, all data
associated with the case must be carefully evaluated to determine whether or not there is an inherent
variability in the data for the case, or if the problem is an isolated occurrence not affecting other data.

List the contamination in the blanks below. High and low levels blanks must be treated separately.

Notes: The concentration of non-target compounds in all blanks must be less than or equal to
10 ug/L.

The concentration of target compounds in all blanks must be less than its CRQL listed
in the method.

Samples taken from a drinking water tap do not have and associated field blank.

Laboratory blanks
DATE LAB ID LEVEL/ COMPOUND CONCENTRATION
ANALYZED MATRIX UNITS

_No_target_analytes_detected_in_method_blanks

Field/Equipment/Trip blank
DATE LAB ID LEVEL/ COMPOUND CONCENTRATION
ANALYZED MATRIX UNITS

_No_field/equipment_blanks_analyzed_with_this_data_package.

Note:
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BLANK ANALYSIS RESULTS (Section 3)

Blank Actions

Qualify samples based on the criteria summarized in Table 5:

All criteria ware met _X__
Criteria were not met
and/or see below

Table 5. Blank and TCLP/SPLP LEB Actions lor Semivolatile Analysis

Blank Type Blank Result Sample Result Action
Detect Non-detect No qualification
. Report at CRQL and qualify
< CROL L0 as non-detect (L)
= CRQL Use professional judgment
5 Report at CRQL and qualify
HCROL as non-detect (U)
> CRQI Report at sample results and
: ' = CRQL but < Blank Result | qualify as non-detect (U) or as
Method, unusable (R}
TCLP/SPLP - . ;
LEB, Field = CRQL and > Blank Result | Use professional judgment

Grossly high

Detect

Report at sample results and
qualifly as unusable (R)

TIC = 5.0 ug/L
(water) or 3.0050
mg/L (TCLP
leachate)

or

TIC > 170 ug/Kg
(soil)

Detect

LUise professional judgment

List samples qualified

CONTAMINATION
SOURCE/LEVEL

COMPOUND

CONC/UNITS

AL/UNITS | SQL | AFFECTED

SAMPLES

13
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Al criteriaweremat
Criteria were not mel
and/or see below _X___

SURROGATE SPIKE RECOVERIES - DEUTERATED MONITORING COMPOUNDS (DMCs)

Laboratory performance of individual samples is established by evaluation of surrogate spike recoveries
— deuterated monitoring compounds. All samples are spiked with surrogate compounds prior to sample
analysis. The accuracy of the analysis is measured by the surrogate percent recovery. Since the effects
of the sample matrix are frequently outside the control of the laboratory and may present relatively
unique problems, the validation of data is frequently subjective and demands analytical experience and

professional judgment.

Notes: Recoveries for DMCs in samples and blanks must be within the limits specified in Table

6.

The recovery limits for any of the compounds listed in Table 6 may be expanded at any
time during the period of performance if USEPA determines that the limits are too

restrictive.

if a DMC is not added in the samples and blanks or the concentrations of DMCs in the

samples and blank not the specified, use professional judgment in qualifying the data.

Table 7. DMC Actions for Semivolatile Analysis

Action
Criteria
Detect Non-detect
%R < 10% (excluding DMCs with 10% as a lower I R
acceptance limit)
10% < %R {excluding DMCs with 10% as a lower I Ly
acceptance limit) < Lower Acceptlance Limit
Lower Acceptance limit = %R < Upper Acceptance Limit | No qualification No qualification
%R > Upper Acceptance Limit Ji No qualification

List the percent recoveries (%Rs) which do not meet the criteria for DMCs (surrogate) recovery.

Matrix;___Groundwater,

SAMPLE ID SURROGATE COMPOUND

ACTION

_DMCs_meet_the_required_criteria_in_all_samples_analyzed._Non-_deuterated_surrogates_added_

_to_the_samples_and_were_within_laboratory_recovery_limits.

Note:
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Table 8. Semivolatile DMCs and the Associated Target Analytes

1,4-Dioxane-ds (DMC-1)

Phenol-ds {DMC-2)

Bis(2-Chlorocthyl) ether-dy
(DMC-3)

I,4-Dioxane

Benzaldehyde
Phenol

Bis{2-chlorocthyl)ether
2,2-Oxybis( 1-chloropropane)
Bis(2-chlorocthoxy)methane

2-Chlorophenol-d, (DMC-4)

4-Methylphenol-dy (DMC-5)

4-Chloroaniline-d, (DMC-6)

2-Chlorophenol

2-Mecthylphenol
3-Meihylphenol
4-Methylphenol
2,4-Dimethy Iphenol

4-Chleroaniline
llexachlorocyclopentadienc
Dichlorobenzidine

Nitrohenzene-ds(DMC-7)

2-Nitraphenol-d; (DMC-8)

2 4-Dichtorophenol-d; (DMC-9)

Acetophenone
N-Nitroso-di-n-propylamine
I lexachloracthane
Nitrobenzene
2,6-Dinitrotoluenc

2 4-Dinitrotoluenc
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine

Isophorone
2-Nitrophenol

2. 4-Dichlorophenol

I [exachlorobutadiene
lTexachlorocyclopentadicne
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol
1,2,4,5-Tewrachlorobenzene
*Pentachliorophenol
2,3,4,6-Tetrachlorophenol

Dimcthylphthalate-d, (DMC-10)

Accnaphthylene-dg (DMC-11)

4-Nitrophenol-d, (DMC-12)

Caprolactam

1,1'-Biphenyl
Dimethy[phthalate
Biethylphthalate
Di-n-butylphthalate
Butyibenzylphthalate
Bis(2-ethylhexyl) phthalate
Di-n-octyIphthalate

*Naphthalene
*2-Methylnaphthalene
2-Chlorenaphthalene
* Acenaphthylene

* Acenaphthene

2-Nitroaniline
3-Nitroaniline
2 4-Dinitrophenal
4-Nitrophenol
4-Nitroaniline

15
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Fluorene-d; s (DM(-13)

4,6-Dinitro-2-methylphenol-d;
(DMC-14)

Anthracene-d o (DMC-15)

Dibenzoluran

*Fluorene

4-Chloropheny I-phenylether
4-Bromophenyl-phenylether
Carbazole

4,6-Dinitro-2-methylphenol

llexachlorabenzene
Atrazine
*Phenanthrene
*Anthracene

Pyrene-dw{DMC-16)

Benzo(a)pyrenc-d (DMC-17)

*Fluoranthene
*Pyrenc
*Benso{a)anthracene
*Chrysene

3,3"-Dichiorobenzidine
*Benzo(b)fluoranthene
*Benzo(k)fluoranthene
*Benzo{a)pyrene
*Indeno{1,2,3-cd)pyrenc
*Dibenso(a,hanthracene
*Benzog,h,i)perylene

*Included in optional Target Analyte List (TAL) of PAlls and PCP only.

Table 9. Semivolatile SIM DMCs and the Associated Target Analytes

Fluoranthenc-d 11}

2-Methylnaphthalene-d il

(DMC-1) (DMC-2)
Fluoranthene Naphthalene
Pyrene 2-Methylnaphthalene
Benza{a)anthracene Acenaphthylenc
Chrysenc Acenaphihene
Benzo(bYluoranthene Fluorene

Benzo(k)}luoranthene

Pentachlorophenol

Benzo{a)pyrene

Phenanthrene

Indeno( 1,2,3-cd)pyrene

Anthracenc

Dibenzo{a,h)anthracenc

Benzo{g,h,i)perylene
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All criteriaweremet
Crileria wera not met
andiorsee below ___ X___

VILA° MATRIX SPIKE/MATRIX SPIKE DUPLICATE (MS/MSD)

This data is generated to determine long term precision and accuracy in the analytical method for
various matrices. This data alone cannot be used to evaluate the precision and accuracy of individual
samples. If any % R in the MS or MSD falls outside the designated range, the reviewer should
determine if there are matrix effects, i.e. LCS data are within the QC limits but MS/MSD data are outside
QC limit.

1. MS/MSD Recoveries and Precision Criteria

The laboratory should use one MS and a duplicate analysis of an unspiked field sample if target
analytes are expected in the sample. If target analytes are not expected, MS/MSD should be analyzed.

NOTES: Data for MS and MSDs will not be present unless requested by the Region.
Notify the Contract Laboratory COR if a field or trip blank was used for the MS
and MSD.

For a Matrix Spike that does not meet criteria, apply the action to only the field sample used to prepare
the Matrix Spike sample. If it is clearly stated in the data validation materials that the samples were
taken through incremental sampling or some other method guaranteeing the homogeneity of the sample
group, then the entire sample group may be qualified.

List the %Rs, RPD of the compounds which do not meet the criteria.

Sampie ID: FA41854-2 Matrix/Level:__Groundwater_
Sample ID: JC41854-2_(SIM) Matrix/Level:__Groundwater_
Sample ID: JC41854-2_(SIM) Matrix/Level:__Groundwater_
The QC reported here applies to the following samples: Method: SW846 8270D
FA41854-1, FA41854-2

FA41854-2 Spike MS MS Spike MSD  MSD Limits
Compound ugl  Q ugh  ugl % ugl  ugl % RPD  Rec/RPD
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)-
phthalate ND 962 142  148* 962 133 138 7 61-117/23

* - outside laboratory control limits

Note: MS/MSD % recovery and RPD within laboratory control limits except for the cases
described in this document. bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate not detected in sample batch, no
qualification performed.

Two separate spike samples were analyzed in the SIM mode; one for 1,4-dioxane and
one for naphthalene and benzo{a)anthracene.
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* QC limits are laboratory in-house performance criteria, LL = lower limit, UL = upper limit.
* If QC limits are not available, use limits of 70 - 130 %.
Actions:

QUALITY %R < LL %R > UL

Positive results J J

Nondetects results R Accept

MS/MSD criteria apply only to the unspiked sample, its dilutions, and the associated MS/MSD samples:

If the % R for the affected compounds were < LL {or 70 %), qualify positive results {J) and

nondetects {UJ).

If the % R for the affected compounds were > UL (or 130 %), only qualify positive results  (J).
If 25 % or more of all MS/MSD %R were < LL {or 70 %) or if two or more MS/MSD %Rs

< 10%, qualify all positive results (J) and reject nondetects {R).

were

A separate worksheet should be used for each MS/MSD pair.

18



DATA REVIEW WORKSHEETS

Al criteria were met __X___
Criteria were nof met
and/or see below ____

INTERNAL STANDARD PERFORMANCE

The assessment of the inteal standard (IS} parameter is used o assist the data reviewer in
determining the condition of the analytical instrumentation.

List the intemal standard area of samples which do not meet the criteria.

DATE

Internal

Action:
1.

SAMPLEID ISOUT ISAREA ACCEPTABLE ACTION
RANGE

area meets the required criteria for batch samples corresponding to this data package.

If an intemal standard area count for a sample or blank is greater than 213.0% of the area for
the associated standard (opening CCV or mid-point standard from initial calibration) (see Table

10 belowy):

a. Qualify detects for compounds quantitated using that intemal standard as estimated low
(J-).

b. Do not qualify non-detected associated compounds.

If an internal standard area count for a sample or blank is less than 20.0% of the area for the
associated standard (opening CCV or mid-point standard from initial calibration):

a. Qualify detects for compounds quantitated using that internal standard as estimated
high (J+).
b. Qualify non-detected associated compounds as unusable (R}.

If an internal standard area count for a sample or blank is greater than or equal to 50.0%, and
less than or equal to 213% of the area for the associated standard opening CCV or mid-point
standard from initial calibration, no qualification of the data is necessary.

If an internal standard RT varies by more than 10.0 seconds: Examine the chromatographic
profile for that sample to determine if any false positives or negatives exist. For shifts of a large
magnitude, the reviewer may consider partial or total rejection of the data for that sample
fraction. Detects should not need to be qualified as unusable (R} if the mass spectral criteria are
met.

if an internal standard RT varies by less than or equal to 10.0 seconds, no qualification of the
data is necessary.
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Note: Inform the Contract Laboratory Program Project Officer (CLP PO) if the infernal
standard performance criteria are grossly exceeded. Note in the Data Review Narrative
potential effects on the data resulting from unacceptable intemal standard performance.

State in the Data Review Narrative if the required intemal standard compounds are not
added to a sample or blank or if the required intemal standard compound is not
analyzed at the specified concentration.

Actions:
Table 10, Internal Standard Actions for Semivolatile Analysis
Action
Criteria
Detect Non-detect
Area response < 20% of the opening CCV or mid-point 14 R
standard €83 from ICAL
20% < Area response < 30% of the opening CCV or Ir Ul

mid-point standard C83 from ICAL

50% < Area response < 200% of the opening CCV or
mid-point standard CS3 from ICAL

No qualitication | No qualification

Arca response > 200% of the opening CCV or mid-point : R
standard C83 from ICAL e feclqualificaiion
RT shift between sample/blank and opening CCV or R R

mid-point standard CS3 from ICAL > 10.0 seconds

RT shift between sample/blank and opening CCV or
mid-point standard C83 [rom ICAL < 10.0 seconds

No qualification | No qualification
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All criteria were met __X___
Criteria were not met
andfor see below

TARGET COMPOUND IDENTIFICATION

Criteria:

s the Relative Retention Times (RRTs) of reported compounds within £0.06 RRT units of the standard
RRT [opening Continuing Calibration Verification (CCV) or mid-point standard from the initial
calibration). Yes? or No?

List compounds not meeting the criteria described above:

Sample ID Compounds Actions

Mass spectra of the sample compound and a current laboratory-generated standard [i.e., the mass
spectrum from the associated calibration standard (opening CCV or mid-point standard from initial
calibration)] must match according to the following criteria:

a. All ions present in the standard mass spectrum at a relative intensity greater than 10%
must be present in the sample spectrum,
b. The relative intensities of these ions must agree within +20% between the standard and

sample spectra {e.g., for an ion with an abundance of 50% in the standard spectrum,
the corresponding sample ion abundance must be between 30-70%).

c. lons present at greater than 10% in the sample mass spectrum, but not present in the
standard spectrum, must be evaluated by a reviewer experienced in mass spectral
interpretation.

List compounds not meeting the criteria described above:

Sample ID Compounds Actions

_ldentified_compounds_meet_the_required_criteria____
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Action:

1. The application of qualitative criteria for GC/MS analysis of target compounds requires
professional judgment. It is up to the reviewer's discretion to obtain additional information from
the laboratory. If it is determined that incorrect identifications were made, qualify all such data
as unusable (R).

2. Use professional judgment to qualify the data if it is determined that cross-contamination has
occurred.
3. Note in the Data Review Narrative any changes made to the reported compounds or concerns

regarding target compound identifications. Note, for Contract Laboratory COR action, the
necessity for numerous or significant changes.

TENTATIVELY IDENTIFIED COMPOUNDS (TICS)

NOTE: Tentatively identified compounds should only be evaluated when requested by a party
from outside of the Hazardous Waste Support Section (HWSS).

List TICs

Sample ID Compound Sample ID Compound

Action:

1. Qualify all TIC results for which there is presumptive evidence of a match (e.g. greater than or

equal to 85% match) as tentatively identified (NJ), with approximated concentrations. TICs
labeled "unknown” are qualified as estimated (J).
2. General actions related to the review of TIC results are as follows:
a. If it is determined that a tentative identification of a non-target compound is
unacceptable, change the tentative identification to “unknown” or another appropriate
identification, and qualify the result as estimated (J).

b. If all contractually-required peaks were not library searched and quantitated, the
Region's designated representative may request these data from the laboratory.
3. In deciding whether a library search result for a TIC represents a reasonable identification, use

professional judgment. If there is more than one possible match, report the result as “either
compound X or compound Y". If there is a lack of isomer specificity, change the TIC result to a
nonspecific isomer result (e.g., 1,3,5-trimethyl benzene to trimethyl benzene isomer) or to a
compound class (e.g., 2-methyl, 3-ethyl benzene to a substituted aromatic compound).

4, The reviewer may elect to report all similar compounds as a total (e.g., all alkanes may be
summarized and reported as total hydrocarbons).
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o Target compounds from other fractions and suspected laboratory contaminants should be
marked as “non-reportable”.
8. Other Case factors may influence TIC judgments. If a sample TIC match is poor, but other

samples have a TIC with a valid library match, similar RRT, and the same ions, infer
identification information from the other sample TIC results.

7. Note in the Data Review Narrative any changes made to the reported data or any concems
regarding TIC identifications.
8. Note, for Contract Laboratory COR action, failure to properly evaluate and report TICs
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All criteria were met _X___
Criteria were not met
andiorsee below _______

SAMPLE QUANTITATION AND REPORTED CONTRACT REQUIRED QUANTITATION LIMITS
(CRQLS)

Action:

1. When a sample is analyzed at more than one dilution, the lower CRQL are used unless a QC
exceedance dictates the use of higher CRQLs from the diluted sample. Samples reported with an “E”
qualifier should be reported from the diluted sample.

2. If any discrepancies are found, the Region's designated representative may contact the laboratory to
obtain additional information that could resolve any differences. If a discrepancy remains unresolved,
the reviewer must use professional judgment to decide which value is the most accurate. Under these
circumstances, the reviewer may determine that qualification of data is warranted. Note in the Data
Review Narrative a description of the reasons for data qualification and the qualification that is applied to
the data.

3. For non-aqueous samples, if the solids is less than 10.0%, use professional judgment for both detects
and non-detects. If the percent solid for a soil sample is greater than or equal to 10.0% and less than
30.0%, use professional judgment to qualify detects and non-detects. If the percent solid for a soil
sample is greater than or equal to 30.0%, detects and non-detects should not be qualified (see Table
1).

4. Note, for Contract Laboratory COR action, numerous or significant failures to accurately quantify the
target compounds or to properly evaluate and adjust CRQLSs.

9. Results between MDL and CRQL should be qualified as estimated “J".

8. Results < MDL should be reported at the CRQL and qualified “U". MDLs themselves should not be
reported.

Table 11. Percent Salids Actions for Semivolatile Analysis for Non-Aqueous Samples

Action
Criteria
Deteets Non-detects
Y%Solids < 10.0% Use professional judgment Use professional judgment
10.0% < %Solids = 30.0% Lise professional judgment Use professional judgment
%Solids > 30.0% No qualification No qualification
SAMPLE QUANTITATION

The sample quantitation evaluation is to verify laboratory quantitation results. In the space below, please
show a minimum of one sample calculation:

Sample ID:_ FA41854-1_____ Analyte:__14-dixane__ RF:_0.599_

(] (3510)(4.0)/(31040)(0.599)

{.76 ppm Ok
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QUANTITATION LIMITS

A Dilution performed

SAMPLE iD

DILUTION
FACTOR

REASON FOR DILUTION

25



DATA REVIEW WORKSHEETS

All criteriaweramet ______
Criteria were not met
andiprsee below ____ N/A___

FIELD DUPLICATE PRECISION

Sample |Ds: - Matrix:

Field duplicates samples may be taken and analyzed as an indication of overall precision. These
analyses measure both field and lab precision; therefore, the results may have more variability than
iaboratory duplicates which only laboratory performance. It is also expected that soil duplicate results
will have a greater variance than water matrices due to difficulties associated with collecting identical
field duplicate samples.

The project QAPP should be reviewed for project-specific information.
Suggested criteria: if large RPD (> 50 %) is observed, confirm identification of the samples and note
differences. If both samples and duplicate are <5 SQL, the RPD criteria is doubled.

COMPOUND SQL | SAMPLE DUPLICATE RPD | ACTION
ug/L | CONC. {ug/) | CONC. (ug/l)

No field/laboratory duplicate analyzed as part of this data package. MS/MSD % recovery RPD
used to assess precision. RPD within the required guidance document criteria < 50 % for detected
target analytes above 5 SQL.
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All criteria were met __X,
Criteria were not met
and/orsee below

OTHER ISSUES
A System Performance
List samples qualified based on the degradation of system performance during simple analysis:

Sample ID Comments Actions

Action:

Use professional judgment to qualify the data if it is determined that system performance has degraded
during sample analyses. Inform the Contract Laboratory Program COR any action as a result of
degradation of system performance which significantly affected the data.

B. Overall Assessment of Data

List samples qualified based on other issues:
Sample ID Comments Actions

_No_other_issues_that_required_the_need_to_qgualify_the_data._Results_are_valid_and_can_be_used
_for_decission_purposes._Other_discrepancies_are_shown_below.

Note: bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate recover high in Blank Spike. No action taken, professional judgment;
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate not detected in sample batch.

Action:

1. Use professional judgment to determine if there is any need to qualify data which were not
qualified based on the Quality Control (QC) criteria previously discussed.

2. Write a brief narrative to give the user an indication of the analytical limitations of the data.

Inform the Contract Laboratory COR the action, any inconsistency of the data with the Sample
Delivery Group (SDG) Narrative. If sufficient information on the intended use and required
quality of the data is available, the reviewer should include their assessment of the usability of
the data within the given context. This may be used as part of a formal Data Quality
Assessment (DQA).
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3. Sometimes, due to dilutions, re-analysis or SIM/Scan runs are being performed, there will be
multiple results for a single analyte from a single sample. The following criteria and professional
judgment are used to determine which result should be reported:

» The analysis with the lower CRQL
¢ The analysis with the better QC results
o The analysis with the higher results
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EXECUTIVE NARRATIVE

SDG No: FA41854 Laboratory: Accutest, Orlando
Analysis: MADEP VPH Number of Samples: 2
Location: BMSMC, Humacao, PR

SUMMARY: Two (2) samples were analyzed for Volatiles TPHC Ranges by method MADEP
VPH. Samples were validated following the METHOD FOR THE DETERMINATION OF
VOLATILE PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS {VPH) quality control criteria, Massachusetts
Department of Environmental Protection, Revision 1.1 (2004). Also the general
validation guidelines promulgated by the USEPA Hazardous Wastes Support Section, The
QC criteria and data validation actions listed on the data review worksheets are from the
primary guidance document, unless otherwise noted.

Results are valid and can be used for decision making purposes.

Critical issues: None
Majar: None
Minor: None
Critical findings: None
Major findings: None
Minor findings: 1. MS/MSD % recovery outside laboratory control limits for C3-C10 Aromatics (Unadj.).

NO action taken, MS/MSD samples were from another job.

COMMENTS: Results are valid and can be used for decision making purposes.
Reviewers Name: Rafael Infante
Chemist License 1888

I

Date: April 14, 2017
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Type of validation Full_ X Project Number._FA41854
Limited: Date: 03/06/2017
Shipping date.______ 03/07/2017
EPA Region: 2

REVIEW OF VOLATILE PETROLEUM HYDROCARBON (VPHs) PACKAGE

The following guidelines for evaluating volatile organics were created to delineate required validation
actions. This document will assist the reviewer in using professional judgment to make more
informed decision and in better serving the needs of the data users. The sample results were
assessed according to the data validation guidance documents in the following order of precedence
METHOD FOR THE DETERMINATION OF VOLATILE PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS {(VPH),
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection, Revision 1.1 (2004). Also the general
validation guidelines promulgated by the USEPA Hazardous Wastes Support Section. The QC
criteria and data validation actions listed on the data review worksheets are from the primary
guidance document, unless otherwise noted.

The hardcopied (laboratory name) _Accutest_Laboratories_-_Orlando data package
received has been reviewed and the quality control and performance data summarized. The data
review for VOCs included:

Lab. Project/SDG No.:. __FA41854 Sample matrix; ____ Groundwater,
No. of Samples: 2

Field blank No.; -

Equipment blank No.: ___ -

Trip blank No.: -

Field duplicate No.: -

_X Data Completeness ___X__ Laboratory Control Spikes
_X Holding Times ___X__ Field Duplicates

__NiA_ GC/MS Tuning ___X__ Calibrations

__N/A__ Internal Standard Performance ___X__ Compound Identifications
_X Blanks ___X__ Compound Quantitation
_X Surrogate Recoveries ___X__Quantitation Limits

_X Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate

Overall Comments: _Volatiles_by_GC_by_Method_MADEP_VPH,_REV_1.1._(C9- C10 Aromatics
(Unadj.))

Definition of Qualifiers:

J- Estimated results
u- Compound not detected
R- Rejected data

UJd- Estimated nonggt

3
Reviewer:

/

Date: April_A4,_2017
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All criteria were met __ x

Criteria were not met and/or see below

l. DATA COMPLETNESS
A. Data Package:

MISSING INFORMATION DATE LAB. CONTACTED DATE RECEIVED

B. Other Discrepancies:

(38
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All criteria were met X__

Criteria were not met and/or see below

HOLDING TIMES

The objective of this parameter is to ascertain the validity of the results based on the
holding time of the sample from time of collection to the time of extraction, and
subsequently from the time of extraction to the time of analysis.

Complete table for all samples and note the analysis and/or preservation not within criteria

SAMPLE ID DATE DATE DATE ACTION
SAMPLED EXTRACTED | ANALYZED

Samples analyzed within method recommended holding time. Sample preservation
within the required criteria.

Criteria

Preservation:
Samples analyzed with ambient purge temperature: Samples must be acidified to a
pH of 2.0 or less at the time of collection.
Samples analyzed with heated purge temperature: Samples must be treated to a
pH of 11.0 or greater at the time of collection.
Methanol preservation of soil/sediment samples is mandatory. Methanol (purge-
and-trap grade) must be added to the sample vial before or immediately after
sample collection. in lieu of the in-field preservation of samples with methanol, soil
samples may be obtained in specially-designed air tight sampling devices, provided
that the samples are extruded and preserved in methanol within 48 hours of
collection.

Holding times:

Aqueous samples using ambient or heated purge - analyze within 14 days.
Soil/sediment samples - analysis within 28 days.

Cooler temperature (Criteria: 4 + 2 °C): 3.0/3.2_°C
Actions: Qualify positive results/non-detects as follows:

If holding times are exceeded, estimate positive results (J) and nondetects (UJ).

If holding times are grossly exceeded, use professional judgment to qualify data. The data
reviewer may choose to estimate positive results (J) and rejects nondetects (R).

if samples were not at the proper temperature (> 10°C) or improperly preserved, use
professional judgment to qualify the results.
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All criteriaweremet ___ X___

Criteria were not met and/or see below

CALIBRATIONS VERIFICATION

Compliance requirements for satisfactory instrument calibration are established to ensure
that the instrument is capable of producing and maintaining acceptable quantitative data.

Date of initial calibration;___03/06/17;_03/17/117

Dates of initial calibration verification:___03/06/17;_03/17/1_

Instrument ID numbers: VOA10
Matrix/Level: AQUEOUS/MEDIUM
DATE LAB FILE ANALYTE CRITERIA OUT SAMPLES
ID# RFs, %RSD, %D, r AFFECTED

Initial and initial calibration verification meet method specific requirements

l | | |

Criteria- ICAL

Five point calibration curve.

The percent relative standard deviation (%RSD) of the calibration factor must be
equal to or less than 25% over the working range for the analyte of interest. When
this condition is met, linearity through the origin may be assumed, and the average
calibration factor is used in lieu of a calibration curve.

A collective calibration factor must also be established for each hydrocarbon range
of interest. Calculate the collective CFs for C5-C8 Aliphatic Hydrocarbons and C9-
C12 Aliphatic Hydrocarbons using the FID chromatogram. Calculate the collective
CF for the C9-C10 Aromatic Hydrocarbons using the PID chromatogram. Tabulate
the summation of the peak areas of all components in that fraction against the total
concentration injected. The %RSD of the calibration factor must be equal to or less
than 25% over the working range for the hydrocarbon range of interest.

Criteria- CCAL

At a minimum, the working calibration factor must be verified on each working day,
after every 20 samples, and at the end of the analytical sequence by the injection of
a mid-level continuing calibration standard to verify instrument performance and
linearity.

If the percent difference (%D} for any analyte varies from the predicted response by
more than £25%, a new five-point calibration must be performed for that analyte.
Greater percent differences are permissible for n-nonane. If the %D for n-nonane is
greater than 30, note the nonconformance in the case narrative. It should be noted
that the %Ds are calculated when CFs are used for the initial calibration and
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percent drifts are calculated when calibration curves using linear regression are
used for the initial calibration.
Actions:
If %RSD > 25% for target compounds or a correlation coefficient < 0.99, estimate positive
results (J} and use professional judgment to qualify nondetects.
If % D > 25% (> 30 for nonane), estimate positive results (J) and nondetects (UJ).

CALIBRATIONS VERIFICATION

Compliance requirements for satisfactory instrument calibration are established to ensure
that the instrument is capable of producing and maintaining acceptable quantitative data.

Date of initial calibration:

Dates of continuing calibration verification:__03/09/17;_03/10/17;_03/15/17

03/06/17

Dates of final calibration verification; 031017
Instrument ID numbers: VOA10
Matrix/Level: AQUEOUS/MEDIUM
Date of initial calibration: 03/17117

Dates of continuing calibration verification:__03/17/17
Dates of final calibration verification:

Instrument ID numbers:

—o3ninz

VOA10

Matrix/Level: AQUEOCUS/MEDIUM
DATE LAB FILE ANALYTE CRITERIA OUT SAMPLES
D# RFs, %RSD, %D, r AFFECTED

Note: Continuing and final calibration verification meets method specific requirements.

A separate worksheet should be filled for each initial curve
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All criteria were met X___

Criteria were not met and/or see below
VA. BLANKANALYSIS RESULTS (Sections 1 & 2)

The assessment of the blank analysis results is to determine the existence and magnitude
of contamination problems. The criteria for evaluation of blanks apply only to bilanks
associated with the samples, including trip, equipment, and laboratory blanks. If problems
with any blanks exist, all data associated with the case must be carefully evaluated to
determine whether or not there is an inherent variability in the data for the case, or if the
problem is an isolated occurrence not affecting other data. A Laboratory Method Blank
must be run after samples suspected of being highly contaminated to determine if sample
carryover has occurred.

List the contamination in the blanks below. High and low levels blanks must be treated
separately.

Laboratory blanks
DATE LABID LEVEL/ COMPOUND CONCENTRATION
ANALYZED MATRIX UNITS

_METHOD_BLANKS_MEET_THE_METHOD_SPECIFIC_CRITERIA

Note:
Field/Trip/Equipment

A methanol trip blank or acidified reagent water trip blank should continually accompany
each soil/sediment sample or water sample batch, respectively, during sampling, storage,
and analysis.

DATE LAB ID LEVEL! COMPOUND CONCENTRATION
ANALYZED MATRIX UNITS

_NO_TRIP/FIELD/EQUIPMENT_BLANKS_ASSOCIATED_WITH_THIS_DATA_PACKAGE

Note:
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\Y) B. BLANK ANALYSIS RESULTS (Section 3)
Blank Actions

The ALs for samples which have been diluted should be corrected for the sample dilution
factor and/or % moisture, where applicable. Peaks must not be detected above the
Reporting Limit within the retention time window of any analyte of interest. The hydrocarbon
ranges must not be detected at a concentration greater than 10% of the most stringent
MCP cleanup standard. Specific actions area as follows:

If the concentration is < sample quantitation limit (SQL) and < AL, report the compound as
not detected (U) at the SQL.

If the concentration is > SQL but < AL, report the compound as not detected (U) at the
reported concentration.

If the concentration is > AL, report the concentration unqualified.
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All criteria were met _X

Criteria were not met and/or see below
SURROGATE SPIKE RECOVERIES

Laboratory performance of individual samples is established by evaluation of surrogate
spike recoveries. All samples are spiked with surrogate compounds prior to sample
analysis. The accuracy of the analysis is measured by the surrogate percent recovery.
Since the effects of the sample matrix are frequently outside the control of the laboratory
and may present relatively unique problems, the validation of data is frequently subjective
and demands analytical experience and professional judgment.

List the percent recoveries (%Rs) which do not meet the criteria for surrogate recovery.
Matrix: solid/aqueous

SAMPLE ID SURROGATE COMPOUND ACTION
BFB

_SURROGATE_STANDARD_RECOVERIES_WITHIN_LABORATORY_CONTROL
_LIMITS._SURROGATE_RECOVERIES_WERE_CORRECTED_FOR_ACTUAL_SPIKE__
_AMOUNT.

QC Limits* (Aqueous)

LL_to UL _70_to_130_ to to
QC Limits* (Solid)
LL_to_UL___ _70_to_130_ to to

It is recommended that surrogate standard recoveries be monitored and documented on a
continuing basis. At a minimum, when surrogate recovery from a sample, blank, or QC
sample is less than 70% or more than 130%, check calculations to locate possible errors,
check the fortifying standard solution for degradation, and check changes in instrument
performance.

If the cause cannot be determined, reanalyze the sample unless one of the following
exceptions applies:
(1) Obvious interference is present on the chromatogram (e.g., unresolved
complex mixture),
(2) Percent moisture of associated soil/sediment sample is >25% and surrogate
recovery is >10%; or
(3) The surrogate exhibits high recovery and associated target analytes or
hydrocarbon ranges are not detected in sample.

If a sample with a surrogate recovery outside of the acceptable range is not reanalyzed
based on any of these aforementioned exceptions, this information must be noted on the
data report form and discussed in the Executive Report. Analysis of the sample on dilution
may diminish matrix-related surrogate recovery problems. This approach can be used as
long as the reporting limits to evaluate applicable MCP standards can still be achieved with
the dilution. If not, reanalysis without dilution must be performed.
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All criteria were met
Criteria were not met and/or see below __X____

VIl. A MATRIX SPIKE/MATRIX SPIKE DUPLICATE (MS/MSD)

This data is generated to determine long term precision and accuracy in the analytical
method for various matrices. This data alone cannot be used to evaluate the precision and
accuracy of individual samples.

At the request of the data user, and in consideration of sample matrices and data quality
objectives, matrix spikes and matrix duplicates may be analyzed with every batch of 20
samples or less per matrix.

Matrix duplicate - Matrix duplicates are prepared by analyzing one sample in
duplicate. The purpose of the matrix duplicates is to determine the homogeneity of
the sample matrix as well as analytical precision. The RPD of detected results in the
matrix duplicate samples must not exceed 50 when the results are greater than 5x
the reporting limit.

The desired spiking level is 50% of the highest calibration standard. However, the
total concentration in the MS (including the MS and native concentration in the
unspiked sample) should not exceed 75% of the highest calibration standard in
order for a proper evaluation to be performed. The purpose of the matrix spike is to
determine whether the sample matrix contributes bias to the analytical results. The
corrected concentrations of each analyte within the matrix spiking solution must be
within 70 - 130% of the true value. Lower recoveries of n-nonane are permissible (if
included in the calibration of the C9-C12 aliphatic range), but must be noted in the
narrative if <30%.

MS/MSD Recoveries and Precision Criteria

Sample ID:_FA41752-2_MS/MSD
Sample ID:_FA41811-2_MS/MSD

Matrix/Level._Groundwater
Matrix/Level._Groundwater

List the %Rs, RPD of the compounds which do not meet the QC criteria.

The QC reported here applies to the following samples:

Method: MADEP VPH REV 1.1

FA41854-1

C9- C10 Aromatics

FA41752-2 Spike MS MS Spike MSD MSD Limits
Compound ugf| Q ugd  ugl % ugf ugl % RPD  Rec/RPD
ND 240 861 36" 240 80 36 0 70-130/50

{(Unadj.)

The QC reported here applies to the following samples:
FA41854-2

C9- C10 Aromatics

Method: MADEP VPH REV 1.1

FA41811-2 Spike  MS MS Spike MSD  MSD Limits
Compound ug/l Q ugh  ugh % ugl  ugl % RPD  Rec/RPD
(Unadj.) ND 240 896 37 240 876 It 2 70-130/50

* Qutside laboratory control limits.
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Note: MS/MSD % recovery and RPD within laboratory control limits except for the
cases described in this document. No action taken, MS/MSD samples were
from another job.

No action is taken on MS/MSD results alone to qualify the entire case. However, used
informed professional judgment, the data reviewer may use the MS/MSD results in
conjunction with other QC criteria and determine the need for some qualification of the
data. In those instances where it can be determined that the results of the MS/MSD affect
only the sample spiked, the qualification should be limited to this sample alone. However, it
may be determined through the MS/MSD results that the laboratory is having a systematic
problem in the analysis of one or more analytes, which affects the associated samples.

2. MS/MSD - Unspiked Compounds

List the concentrations of the unspiked compounds and determine the % RSDs of these
compounds in the unspiked sample, matrix spike, and matrix spike duplicate.

CONCENTRATION
COMPOUND SAMPLE MS MSD %RPD ACTION

Criteria: None specified, use %RSD < 50 as professional judgment.

Actions:

If the % RSD > 50, qualify the results in the spiked sample as estimate (J).

If the % RSD is not calculable (NC) due to nondetect value in the sample, MS, and/or MSD,
use professional judgment to qualify sample data.

A separate worksheet should be used for each MS/MSD pair.

10
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All criteria were met __X___

Criteria were not met and/or see below

VIll.  LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE (LCS/LCSD) ANALYSIS

This data is generated to determine accuracy of the analytical method for various
matrices.

1. LCS Recoveries Criteria
List the %R of compounds which do not meet the criteria
LCS ID COMPOUND % R QC LIMIT ACTION
__LCS/LCSD_RECOVERY_WITHIN_LABORATORY_CONTROL_LIMTS.

Criteria:

* Refer to QAPP for specific criteria.

* The spike recovery must be between 70% and 130%. Lower recoveries of n-
nonane are permissible (if included in the calibration of the C9-C12 aliphatic
range). If the recovery of n-nonane is <30%, note the nonconformance in the
executive narrative.

Actions:
Actions on LCS recovery should be based on both the number of compounds that
are outside the %R criteria and the magnitude of the excedance of the criteria.

If the %R of the analyte is > UL, qualify all positive results (j) for the affected analyte in the
associated samples and accept nondetects.

If the %R of the analyte is < LL, qualify all positive results (j) and reject (R) nondetects for
the affected analyte in the associated samples.

If more than half the compounds in the LCS are not within the required recovery criteria,
qualify all positive results as (J) and reject nondetects (R) for all target analyte(s) in the
associated samples.

2. Frequency Criteria:

Where LCS analyzed at the required frequency and for each matrix (1 per 20 samples per
matrix)? Yes or No.

If no, the data may be affected. Use professional judgment to determine the severity of the
effect and qualify data accordingly. Discuss any actions below and list the samples
affected. Discuss the actions below:

11
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All criteria were met __X__

Criteria were not met and/or see below

IX. FIELD/LABORATORY DUPLICATE PRECISION

Sample IDs:___FA42015-5/FA42015-5DUP__ Matrix;.____Aqueous

Field/laboratory duplicates samples may be taken and analyzed as an indication of overall
precision. These analyses measure both field and lab precision; therefore, the results may
have more variability than laboratory duplicates which measures only laboratory
performance. It is also expected that soil duplicate results will have a greater variance than
water matrices due to difficulties associated with collecting identical field duplicate samples.

COMPOUND SQL SAMPLE DUPLICATE RPD | ACTION
CONC. CONC.

Field/laboratory duplicate analyzed with this data package. RPD within laboratory and
validation guidance document criteria (+ 50 %) for analytes detected above reporting
limits.

Criteria:

The project QAPP should be reviewed for project-specific information.

RPD #+ 30% for agueous samples, RPD + 50 % for solid samples if results are > SQL.
If both samples and duplicate are <5 SQL, the RPD criteria is doubled.

SQL = soil quantitation limit

Actions:

If both the sample and the duplicate results are nondetects (ND), the RPD is not calculable
(NC). No action is needed.

Qualify as estimated positive results (J) and nondetects (UJ) for the compound that
exceeded the above criteria.

If one sample result is not detected and the other is > 5x the SQL qualify (J/UJ).

Note: If SQLs for the sample and duplicate are significantly different, use professional
judgment to determine if qualification is appropriate.

If one sample value is not detected and the other is < 5x the SQL, use professional
judgment to determine if qualification is appropriate.

12
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All criteria were met __X___

Criteria were not met and/or see below

XI. COMPOUND IDENTIFICATION

The compound identification evaluation is to verify that the laboratory correctly identified
target analytes as well as tentatively identified compounds (TICs).

1. Verify that the target analytes were within the retention time windows.

(e}

Retention time windows must be re-established for each Target VPH
Analyte each time a new GC column is installed, and must be verified and/or
adjusted on a daily basis.

o Coelution of the m- and p- xylene isomers is permissible.

o All surrogates must be adequately resolved from individual Target Analytes
included in the VPH Component Standard.

o For the purposes of this method, adequate resolution is assumed to be
achieved if the height of the valley between two peaks is less than 25% of
the average height of the two peaks.

o The n-pentane (C5) and MtBE peaks must be adequately resolved from any
solvent front that may be present on the FID and PID chromatograms,
respectively.

Note: Target analytes were within the retention time window.
2. If target analytes and/or TICs were not correctly identified, request that the

laboratory resubmit the corrected data.

13
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All criteria were met __ X__

Criteria were not met and/or see below ___
Xll.  QUANTITATION LIMITS AND SAMPLE RESULTS
The sample quantitation evaluation is to verify laboratory quantitation results.

1. In the space below, please show a minimum of one sample calculation:

FID

Computer printout

PID

Computer printout

2. If requested, verify that the results were above the laboratory method detection limit
(MDLs).
3. If dilutions performed, were the SQLs elevated accordingly by the laboratory? List

the affected samples and dilution factor in the table below.

SAMPLE ID DILUTION FACTOR REASON FOR DILUTION

If dilution was not performed and the results were above the concentration range, estimate
results (J) for the affected compounds. List the affected samples/compounds:

14



5DG No:
Analysis:

Location:

SUMMARY:

EXECUTIVE NARRATIVE

FA41854 Lahoratory: Accutest, Orlando
MADEP EPH Number of Samples: 2
BMSMC, Humacao, PR

Two (2) samples were analyzed for Semivolatiles TPHC Ranges by method MADEP
EPH. Samples were validated following the METHOD FOR THE DETERMINATION OF
EXTRACTABLE PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS (EPH) quality control criteria,
Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection, Revision 1.1 {2004). Also the
general validation guidelines promulgated by the USEPA Hazardous Wastes Support
Section. The QC criteria and data validation actions listed on the data review worksheets
are from the primary guidance document, unless otherwise noted.

Results are valid and can be used for decision making purposes.

Critical issues: None
Maijor: None
Minor: None
Critical findings: None
Major findings: None

Minor findings:

1. Method blanks meet the method performance criteria except for the cases
described in the Data Review Worksheet. No action taken, target analytes not
detected in sample batch.

COMMENTS: Results are valid and can be used for decision making purposes.
Reviewers Name: Rafael Infante
Chemist License 1888
Signature: uWWM
{ /
Date: April 24, 2017
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Type of validation Full:_X____ Project Number._FA41854
Limited: Date: 03/06/2017
Shipping date:___ 03/07/2017
EPA Region: 2

REVIEW OF EXTRACTABLE PETROLEUM HYDROCARBON (EPHs) PACKAGE

The following guidelines for evaluating volatile organics were created to delineate required
validation actions. This document will assist the reviewer in using professional judgment to make
more informed decision and in better serving the needs of the data users. The sample results
were assessed according to the data validation guidance documents in the following order of
precedence METHOD FOR THE DETERMINATION OF EXTRACTABLE PETROLEUM
HYDROCARBONS (EPH), Massachusetts Department of Environmental Protection, Revision 1.1
(2004). Also the general validation guidelines promulgated by the USEPA Hazardous Wastes
Support Section. The QC criteria and data validation actions listed on the data review worksheets
are from the primary guidance document, unless otherwise noted.

The hardcopied (laboratory name) _Accutest_Laboratories data package
received has been reviewed and the quality control and performance data summarized. The data
review for SVOCs included:

Lab. Project/SDG No.: _ FA41854 Sample matrix; ___ Groundwater
No. of Samples: 2

Field blank No.: -

Equipment blank No.: __ -

Trip blank No.: -

Field duplicate No.. ___-

_X Data Completeness __X__ Laboratory Control Spikes
X Holding Times ___X__ Field Duplicates

__N/A__ GC/MS Tuning ___X__ Calibrations

__N/A__ Internal Standard Performance ___X__ Compound ldentifications
_X Blanks __X__ Compound Quantitation
_X Surrogate Recoveries ___X__ Quantitation Limits

_X Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate

Qverall Comments:
_Extractable_Petroleum_Hydrocarbons_by GC_by_Method_MADEP_EPH,_REV_1.1.
{C11_-_C22)_Aromatics_(Unadj.}}

Definition of Qualifiers:

J- Estimated results

U- Compound not detected
R- Rejected data

UJ- Estimated nondetect

Reviewer:_ /é’a/“/ W

Date: April_24,_2017
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All criteria were met __ x

Criteriz were not met and/or see below

I DATA COMPLETNESS
A Data Package:

MISSING INFORMATION DATE LAB. CONTACTED DATE RECEIVED

B. Other Discrepancies:
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All criteria were met X

Criteria were not met and/or see below

HOLDING TIMES

The objective of this parameter is to ascertain the validity of the resuits based on the
holding time of the sample from time of collection to the time of extraction, and
subsequently from the time of extraction to the time of analysis.

Complete table for all samples and note the analysis and/or preservation not within
criteria

SAMPLE ID DATE DATE DATE ACTION
SAMPLED EXTRACTED | ANALYZED

Samples extracted and analyzed within method recommended holding time

Criteria

Preservation:
Aqueous samples must be acidified to a pH of 2.0 or less at the time of
collection.
Soil samples must be cooled at 4 + 2 °C immediately after coilection.

Holding times:

Samples must be extracted within 14 days of collection, and analyzed within 40
days of extraction.

Cooler temperature (Criteria: 4 + 2 °C).___3.0/3.2_°C
Actions: Qualify positive results/nondetects as foliows:

If holding times are exceeded, estimate positive results (J) and nondetects (UJ).

If holding times are grossly exceeded, use professional judgment to qualify data. The
data reviewer may choose to estimate positive results (J) and rejects nondetects (R).

If samples were not at the proper temperature (> 10°C) or improperly preserved, use
professional judgment to qualify the results.

Note:
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All criteria were met X__

Criteria were not met and/or see below

CALIBRATIONS VERIFICATION

Compliance requirements for satisfactory instrument calibration are established to
ensure that the instrument is capable of producing and maintaining acceptable
guantitative data.

Date of initial calibration: 10/28/16
Dates of initial calibration verification: 10/29/16
Instrument ID numbers: FID_7
Matrix/Level: AQUEOUS/MEDIUM

Date of initial calibration: 0315117
Dates of initial calibration verification: 031517
Instrument ID numbers: FID_7
Matrix/Level: AQUEOUS/MEDIUM

DATE LAB FILE ANALYTE CRITERIA OUT SAMPLES

ID# RFs, %RSD, %D, r AFFECTED

Initial and continuing calibration meet method specific requirements

| | | |

Criteria- ICAL

Five point calibration curve.

The percent relative standard deviation (%RSD) of the calibration factor must be
equal to or less than 25% over the working range for the analyte of interest.
When this condition is met, linearity through the origin may be assumed, and the
average calibration factor is used in lieu of a calibration curve.

A collective calibration factor must also be established for each hydrocarbon
range of interest. Calculate the collective CFs for C9-C18 Aliphatic
Hydrocarbons, C19-C36 Aliphatic Hydrocarbons, and C11-C22 Aromatic
Hydrocarbons using the FID chromatogram. Tabulate the summation of the peak
areas of all components in that fraction against the total concentration injected.
The %RSD of the calibration factor must be equal to or less than 25% over the
working range for the hydrocarbon range of interest.

o The area for the surrogates must be subtracted from the area summation
of the range in which they elute.

o The areas associated with naphthalene and 2-methylnaphthalene in the
aliphatic range standard must be subtracted from the uncorrected
collective C9-C18 Aliphatic Hydrocarbon range area prior to calculating
the CF.
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Criteria- CCAL

* At a minimum, the working calibration factor must be verified on each working
day, after every 20 samples or every 24 hours (whichever is more frequent), and
at the end of the analytical sequence by the injection of a mid-level continuing
calibration standard to verify instrument performance and linearity.

s [f the percent difference (%D) for any analyte varies from the predicted response
by more than +25%, a new five-point calibration must be performed for that
analyte. Greater percent differences are permissible for n-nonane. If the %D for
n-nonane is greater than 30, note the nonconformance in the case narrative. it
should be noted that the %Ds are calculated when CFs are used for the initial
calibration and percent drifis are calculated when calibration curves using linear
regression are used for the initial calibration.

Actions:

If %RSD > 25% for target compounds or a correlation coefficient < 0.99, estimate
positive results (J) and use professional judgment to qualify nondetects.
If % D > 25% (> 30 for nonane), estimate positive results (J) and nondetects (UJ).

CALIBRATIONS VERIFICATION

Compliance requirements for satisfactory instrument calibration are established to
ensure that the instrument is capable of producing and maintaining acceptable
quantitative data.

Date of initial calibration: 10/29/16
Dates of continuing calibration verification;____03/14/17
Dates of final calibration verification: 03/14/17
Instrument ID numbers: FID_7
Matrix/Level: AQUEQUS/MEDIUM
Date of initial calibration: 03/15/17
Dates of continuing calibration verification:____03/16/17;_03/17/17;_03/22/17;_03/23/17_
Dates of final calibration verification: 03/16/17,_03/17/17,_03/22/117;_03/23/17_
Instrument ID numbers: FID_7
Matrix/Level: AQUEOUS/MEDIUM
DATE LAB FILE ANALYTE CRITERIA QUT SAMPLES
ID# RFs, %RSD, %D, r AFFECTED

Initial and continuing calibration meets method specific requirements.

Note:

A separate worksheet should be filled for each initial curve

L) ]
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All criteria were met X__

Criteria were not met and/or see below
V A. BLANK ANALYSIS RESULTS (Sections 1 & 2)

The assessment of the blank analysis resuits is to determine the existence and
magnitude of contamination problems. The criteria for evaluation of blanks apply only to
blanks associated with the samples, including trip, equipment, and laboratory blanks. If
problems with any blanks exist, all data associated with the case must be carefully
evaluated to determine whether or not there is an inherent variability in the data for the
case, or if the problem is an isolated occurrence not affecting other data. A Laboratory
Method Blank must be run after samples suspected of being highly contaminated to
determine if sample carryover has occurred.

List the contamination in the blanks below. High and low levels blanks must be treated
separately.

Laboratory blanks
DATE LAB ID LEVELY COMPOUND CONCENTRATION
ANALYZED MATRIX UNITS

-METHOD_BLANKS_MEET_THE_METHOD_SPECIFIC_CRITERIA_EXCEPT_FOR__
_THE_CASES_DESCRIBED_IN_THIS_DOCUMENT.

_031417___0OP64122-MB__AQ/LOW__C11-C22_Aromatics_(Unadj.)__80.5_ug/l___
_03neM7_0OP64122-MB___AQ/LOW__C11-C22_Aromatics_(Unadj.)__97.5_ug/l___

Note: No action taken, target analytes not detected in sample batch.

Field/Trip/Equipment
DATE LAB ID LEVEL/ COMPOUND CONCENTRATION
ANALYZED MATRIX UNITS

_NO_TRIP/FIELD/EQUIPMENT_BLANKS_ANALYZED_ASSOCIATED_WITH_THIS___
_DATA_PACKAGE.
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All criteria were met __X___

Criteria were not met and/or see below

V B. BLANK ANALYSIS RESULTS (Section 3)
Blank Actions

The ALs for samples which have been diluted should be corrected for the sample
dilution factor and/or % moisture, where applicable. Peaks must not be detected above
the Reporting Limit within the retention time window of any analyte of interest. The
hydrocarbon ranges must not be detected at a concentration greater than 10% of the
most stringent MCP cleanup standard. Specific actions area as follows:

If the concentration is < sample quantitation limit (SQL) and < AL, report the compound
as not detected (U) at the SQL.

If the concentration is > SQL but < AL, report the compound as not detected (U) at the
reported concentration.

If the concentration is > AL, report the concentration unqualified.
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All criteria were met __ X___

Criteria were not met and/or see below
SURROGATE SPIKE RECOVERIES

Laboratory performance of individual samples is established by evaluation of surrogate
spike recoveries. All samples are spiked with surrogate compounds prior to sample
analysis. The accuracy of the analysis is measured by the surrogate percent recovery.
Since the effects of the sample matrix are frequently outside the control of the laboratory
and may present relatively unique problems, the validation of data is frequently
subjective and demands analytical experience and professional judgment.

List the percent recoveries (YaRs) which do not meet the criteria for surrogate recovery.
Matrix: solid/aqueous

SAMPLE ID SURROGATE COMPOUND ACTION
51 52 S3 S4

_SURROGATE_STANDARDS_RECOVERIES_WITHIN_LABORATORY _CONTROL__
“LIMITS.

Note:
S1 = o-Terphenyl 40-140% S2 = 2-Fluorobiphenyl 40-140%
S3 = 1-Chlorooctadecane 40-140% 54 = 2-Bromonaphthalene 40-140%

QC Limits (%)* (Aqueous)

_LL_to_UL_ _40_to_140_ _40_to_140_ _40_to_140_ _40_to_140_
QC Limits* (Solid)

_LL to_UL_ to to to to

It is recommended that surrogate standard recoveries be monitored and documented on
a continuing basis. At a minimum, when surrogate recovery from a sample, blank, or QC
sample is less than 40% or more than 140%, check calculations to locate possible
errors, check the fortifying standard solution for degradation, and check changes in
instrument performance.

If the cause cannot be determined, reanalyze the sample unless one of the following
exceptions applies:
(D Obvious interference is present on the chromatogram (e.g., unresolved
complex mixture);
(2) The surrogate exhibits high recovery and associated target analytes or
hydrocarbon ranges are not detected in sample.

If a sample with a surrogate recovery outside of the acceptable range is not reanalyzed
based on any of these aforementioned exceptions, this information must be noted on the
data report form and discussed in the Executive Report. Analysis of the sample on
dilution may diminish matrix-related surrogate recovery problems. This approach can be
used as long as the reporting limits to evaluate applicable MCP standards can still be
achieved with the dilution. If not, reanalysis without dilution must be performed.
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All criteria were met _X
Criteria were not met and/or see below

VIl. A MATRIX SPIKE/MATRIX SPIKE DUPLICATE (MS/MSD)

This data is generated to determine long term precision and accuracy in the analytical
method for various matrices. This data alone cannot be used to evaluate the precision
and accuracy of individual samples.

At the request of the data user, and in consideration of sample matrices and data quality
objectives, matrix spikes and matrix duplicates may be analyzed with every batch of 20
samples or less per matrix.

¢ Matrix duplicate - Matrix duplicates are prepared by analyzing one sample in
duplicate. The purpose of the matrix duplicates is to determine the homogeneity
of the sample matrix as well as analytical precision. The RPD of detected results
in the matrix duplicate samples must not exceed 50 when the results are greater
than &x the reporting limit.

» The desired spiking level is 50% of the highest calibration standard. However,
the total concentration in the MS (including the MS and native concentration in
the unspiked sample) should not exceed 75% of the highest calibration standard
in order for a proper evaluation to be performed. The purpose of the matrix spike
is to determine whether the sample matrix contributes bias to the analytical
results. The corrected concentrations of each analyte within the matrix spiking
solution must be within 40 - 140% of the true value. Lower recoveries of n-
nonane are permissible but must be noted in the narrative if <30%.

MS/MSD Recoveries and Precision Criteria

Sample ID;_FA41811-2_MS/MSD Matrix/Level.__Groundwater
Sample ID:_FA42031-7_MS/MSD Matrix/Level.__Groundwater

List the %Rs, RPD of the compounds which do not meet the QC criteria.
MS OR MSD COMPOUND %R RPD QCLIMITS ACTION

Note: MS/MSD and RPD within laboratory control limits.
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All criteria were met __X___

Criteria were not met and/or see below

No action is taken on MS/MSD results alone to qualify the entire case. However, used
informed professional judgment, the data reviewer may use the MS/MSD results in
conjunction with other QC criteria and determine the need for some qualification of the
data. In those instances where it can be determined that the results of the MS/MSD
affect only the sample spiked, the qualification should be limited to this sample alone.
However, it may be determined through the MS/MSD results that the laboratory is having
a systematic problem in the analysis of one or more analytes, which affects the
associated samples.

2. MS/MSD - Unspiked Compounds

List the concentrations of the unspiked compounds and determine the % RSDs of these
compounds in the unspiked sample, matrix spike, and matrix spike duplicate.

CONCENTRATION
COMPOUND SAMPLE MS MSD %RPD ACTION

Criteria: None specified, use %RSD < 50 as professional judgment.

Actions:

If the % RSD > 50, qualify the results in the spiked sample as estimate (J).

If the % RSD is not calculable (NC) due to nondetect value in the sample, MS, and/or
MSD, use professional judgment to qualify sample data.

A separate worksheet should be used for each MS/MSD pair.

10
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All criteria were met __X___

Criteria were not met and/or see below

Vill.  LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE (LCS/LCSD) ANALYSIS

This data is generated to determine accuracy of the analytical method for various
matrices.

1. LCS Recoveries Criteria
List the %R of compounds which do not meet the criteria
LCSID COMPOUND %R QC LIMIT ACTION

_LCS_RECOVERY_WITHIN_LABORATORY_CONTROL_LIMTS.

Criteria:

* Refer to QAPP for specific criteria.

* The spike recovery must be between 40% and 140%. Lower recoveries of
n-nonane are permissible. If the recovery of n-nonane is <30%, note the
nonconformance in the executive narrative. RPD between LCS/LCSD
must be < 25%.

Actions:

Actions on LCS recovery should be based on both the number of compounds
that are outside the %R and RPD criteria and the magnitude of the excedance of
the criteria.

If the %R of the analyte is > UL, qualify all positive results (j) for the affected analyte in
the associated samples and accept nondetects.

If the %R of the analyte is < LL, qualify all positive results (j) and reject (R) nondetects
for the affected analyte in the associated samples.

If more than half the compounds in the LCS are not within the required recovery criteria,
qualify all positive results as {(J) and reject nondetects (R) for all target analyte(s) in the
associated samples.

2. Frequency Criteria:

Where LCS analyzed at the required frequency and for each matrix (1 per 20 samples
per matrix)? Yes or No.

If no, the data may be affected. Use professional judgment to determine the severity of
the effect and qualify data accordingly. Discuss any actions below and list the samples
affected. Discuss the actions below:

11
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All criteria were met __X___

Criteria were not met and/or see below

IX. FIELD/LABORATORY DUPLICATE PRECISION

Sample IDs: - Matrix:____ -

Field/laboratory duplicates samples may be taken and analyzed as an indication of
overall precision. These analyses measure both field and lab precision; therefore, the
results may have more variability than laboratory duplicates which measures only
laboratory performance. It is also expected that soil duplicate results will have a greater
variance than water matrices due to difficulties associated with collecting identical field
duplicate samples.

COMPOUND SQL SAMPLE DUPLICATE RPD | ACTION
CONC. CONC.

No field/laboratory duplicate analyzed with this data package. MS/MSD recoveries RPD
used to assess precision. RPD within laboratory and generally acceptable control limits

Criteria:

The project QAPP should be reviewed for project-specific information.

RPD + 30% for aqueous samples, RPD + 50 % for solid samples if results are > SQL.
If both samples and duplicate are <5 SQL, the RPD criteria is doubled.

SQL = soil quantitation limit

Actions:

If both the sample and the duplicate results are nondetects (ND), the RPD is not
calculable (NC). No action is needed.

Qualify as estimated paositive results (J) and nondetects (UJ) for the compound that
exceeded the above criteria.

If one sample result is not detected and the other is > 5x the SQL qualify (J/UJ).

Note: If SQLs for the sample and duplicate are significantly different, use professional
judgment to determine if qualification is appropriate.

If one sample value is not detected and the other is < 5x the SQL, use professional
judgment to determine if qualification is appropriate.




DATA REVIEW WORKSHEETS

XI.

All criteria were met __X__

Criteria were not met and/or see below

COMPOUND IDENTIFICATION

The compound identification evaluation is to verify that the laboratory correctly identified
target analytes as well as tentatively identified compounds (TICs).

1.

1a.

1b.

Verify that the target analytes were within the retention time windows.

o Retention time windows must be re-established for each Target EPH
Analyte each time a new GC column is installed, and must be verified
and/or adjusted on a daily basis.

o The n-nonane (n-C9) peak must be adequately resolved from the solvent
front of the chromatographic run.

o All surrogates must be adequately resolved from the Aliphatic
Hydrocarbon and Aromatic Hydrocarbon standards.

o For the purposes of this method, adequate resolution is assumed to be
achieved if the height of the valley between two peaks is less than 25% of
the average height of the two peaks.

o The n-pentane (C5) and MIBE peaks must be adequately resoived from
any solvent front that may be present on the FID and PID
chromatograms, respectively.

Aliphatic hydrocarbons range:
o Determine the total area count for all peaks eluting 0.1 minutes before the
retention time (Rt) for n-C9 and 0.01 minutes before the Rt for n-C19.
o Determine the total area count for all peaks eluting 0.01 minutes before the Rt for
n-C19 and 0.1 minutes after the Rt for n-C36.

Are the aliphatic hydrocarbons range properly determined? Yes? or No?

Comments:

Aromatic hydrocarbons range:

o Determine the total area count for all peaks eluting 0.1 minutes before the
retention time (Rt) for naphthalene and 0.1 minutes after the Rt for
benzo(g,h,i)perylene.

o Determine the peak area count for the sample surrogate (OTP) and
fractionation surrogate(s). Subtract these values from the collective area
count value.

Are the aliphatic hydrocarbons range properly determined? Yes? or No?

Comments:
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All criteria were met X

Criteria were not met and/or see below

2. If target analytes and/or TICs were not correctly identified, request that the
laboratory resubmit the corrected data.

3. Breakthrough determination - Each sample (field and QC sample) must be
evaluated for potential breakthrough on a sample specific basis by evaluating the
% recovery of the fractionation surrogate (2-bromonaphthalene) and on a batch
basis by quantifying naphthalene and 2-methylnaphthalene in both the aliphatic
and aromatic fractions of the LCS and LCSD. If either the concentration of
naphthalene or 2-methylnaphthalene in the aliphatic fraction exceeds 5% of
the total concentration for naphthalene or 2-methylnaphthalene in the LCS
or LCSD, fractionation must be repeated on all archived batch extracts.

NOTE: The total concentration of naphthalene or 2-
methylnaphthalene in the LCS/ILCSD pair includes the
summation of the concentration detected in the
aliphatic fraction and the concentration detected in the
aromatic fraction.

Comments:__Concentration_in_the_aliphatic_fraction_<_5%_of_the_total
_concentration_for_naphthalene_and_2-methylnaphthalene

4, Fractionation Check Standard — A fractionation check solution is prepared
containing 14 alkanes and 17 PAHs at a nominal concentration of 200 ng/u! of
each constituent. The Fractionation Check Solution must be used to evaluate the
fractionation efficiency of each new lot of silica gel/cartridges, and establish the
optimum hexane volume required to efficiently elute aliphatic hydrocarbons while
not allowing significant aromatic hydrocarbon breakthrough. For each analyte
contained in the fractionation check solution, excluding n-nonane, the Percent
Recovery must be hetween 40 and 140%. A 30% Recovery is acceptable for n-
nonane.

Is a fractionation check standard analyzed? Yes? or No?

Comments: Not applicable.
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All criteria were met __X___

Criteria were not met and/or see below

Xll.  QUANTITATION LIMITS AND SAMPLE RESULTS

The sample quantitation evaluation is to verify laboratory quantitation results.

In order to demonstrate the absence of aliphatic mass discrimination, the response ratio
of C28 to C20 must be at least 0.85. If <0.85, this nonconformance must be noted in the
laboratory case narrative.

The chromatograms of Continuing Calibration Standards for aromatics must be reviewed
to ensure that there are no obvious signs of mass discrimination.

Is aliphatic mass discrimination observed in the sample? Yes? or No?
Is aromatic mass discrimination observed in the sample? Yes? or No?
1. In the space below, please show a minimum of one sample calculation:

(C11 - C22, Aromatics)

Computer printout

2. If requested, verify that the results were above the laboratory method detection
limit (MDLs).

3 If dilutions performed, were the SQLs elevated accordingly by the laboratory?

List the affected samples and dilution factor in the table below.

SAMPLE |ID DILUTION FACTOR REASON FOR DILUTION

If dilution was not performed, estimate results (J) for the affected compounds. List the
affected samples/compounds:

15



EXECUTIVE NARRATIVE

SDG No: FA41854 Laboratory: Accutest, Orlando
Analysis: SW846-8081B Number of Samples: 4
Location: BMSMC, Humacao, PR

SUMMARY: Four (4) samples were analyzed for the TCL pesticides list following method SW846-
8081B. The sample results were assessed according to USEPA data validation guidance
documents in the following order of precedence Hazardous Waste Support Section SOP
No. HW-36A, Revision 0, June, 2015. SOMQ2.2. Pesticide Data Validation. The QC criteria
and data validation actions listed on the data review worksheets are from the primary
guidance document, unless otherwise noted.

Results are valid and can be used for decision making purposes.

Critical issues: None

Major: None

Minor: None

Critical findings: None

Major findings: None

Minor findings: None

COMMENTS: Results are valid and can be used for decision making purposes.
Reviewers Name: Rafael Infante

Chemist License 1888

Signature: £

Date: April 14, 2017
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Project/CasNumber: FA41854
Sampling Date: 03/06/2017
Shipping Date: 03/07/2017
EPA Region No.: 2

REVIEW OF PESTICIDE ORGANIC PACKAGE

The following guidelines for evaluating volatile organics were created to delineate required
validation actions. This document will assist the reviewer in using professional judgment to
make more informed decision and in better serving the needs of the data users. The
sample results were assessed according to USEPA data validation guidance documents in
the following order of precedence Hazardous Waste Support Section SOP No. HW-36A,
Revision 0, June, 2015. SOMO02.2. Pesticide Data Validation. The QC criteria and data
validation actions listed on the data review worksheets are from the primary guidance
document, unless otherwise noted.

The hardcopied {laboratory name) _Accutest data package received has been
reviewed and the quality control and performance data summarized. The data review for VOCs included:

Lab. Project/SDG No.: __FA41854____ Sample matrix; _Groundwater_
No. of Samples: 4

Trip blank No.; -

Field blank No.: -

Equipment blank No.: -

Field duplicate No.: -
Field spikes No..____ FA41954-2MS/-2MSD
QC audit samples:

__X___Data Completeness __X____Laboratory Control Spikes

__X___Holding Times __X____ Field Duplicates

_N/A__ GC/MS Tuning _X____ Calibrations
__X___Intemnal Standard Performance X____ Compound Identifications
__X___Blanks X____ Compound Quantitation
__X___ Surrogate Recoveries _X____ Quantitation Limits
_X___ Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate

Overall Comments:__Dieldrin_by_SW846-8081B

Def nition of Qualifiers:
J- Estimated results U- Compound not detected

R- Rej?d data j/ UJ-  Estimated nondetect
Reviewer; W/ ﬂdﬂL

Date:__April_14,/2017
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DATA COMPLETENESS

MISSING INFORMATION DATE LAB. CONTACTED DATE RECEIVED
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All criteria were met __X___
Criteria were not met
andforsee below ______

HOLDING TIMES
The objective of this parameter is to ascertain the validity of the results based on the holding time of
the sample from time of collection to the time of analysis.

Complete table for all samples and note the analysis and/or preservation not within criteria

SAMPLE ID DATE DATE ACTION
SAMPLED EXTRACTED/ANALYZED

Samples properly preserved. All samples extracted and analyzed within the required criteria.

Note:

Criteria

Agqueous samples - seven (7) days from sample collection for exiraction; 40 days from sample
collection for analysis.

Non-aqueous samples - fourteen (14} days from sample collection for extraction; 40 days from
sample collection for analysis.

Cooler temperature (Criteria: 4 + 2 ¢C): 3.0/3.2 ¢C - OK
Actions

Qualify aqueous sample results using preservation and technical holding time information as
follows:

a. If there is no evidence that the samples were properly preserved (T = 4°C = 2°C), and the
samples were extracted or analyzed within the technical holding times, qualify detects as estimated
(J) and non-detects as estimated (UJ).

b. If there is no evidence that the samples were properly preserved (T = 4°C £ 2°C), and the
samples were extracted or analyzed outside the technical holding times, qualify detects as estimated
(J) and non-detects as estimated (UJ).

c. If the samples were properly preserved, and were extracted and analyzed within the technical
holding times, no qualification of the data is necessary.

d. If the samples were properly preserved, and were extracted or analyzed outside the technical
holding times, qualify detects as estimated (J) and non-detects as estimated (UJ). Note in the Data
Review Narrative that holding times were exceeded and the effect of exceeding the holding time on
the resulting data.
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e. Use professional judgment to qualify samples whose temperature upon receipt at the laboratory is
either below 2 degrees centigrade or above 6 degrees centigrade.
f. If technical holding times are grossly exceeded, use professional judgment to qualify the data.

Qualify non-aqueous sample results using preservation and technical holding time
information as follows:

a. If there is no evidence that the samples were properly preserved (T = 4°C £ 2°C), and the
samples were extracted or analyzed within the technical holding time, qualify detects as estimated (J)
and non-detects as estimated (UJ).

b. If there is no evidence that the samples were properly preserved (T = 4°C £ 2°C), and the
samples were extracted or analyzed outside the technical holding time, qualify detects as estimated
(J) and non-detects as estimated (UJ).

c. If the samples were properly preserved, and were extracted and analyzed within the technical
holding time, no qualification of the data is necessary.

d. If the samples were properly preserved, and were extracted or analyzed outside the technical
holding time, qualify detects as estimated (J) and non-detects as estimated (UJ). Note in the Data
Review Narrative that holding times were exceeded and the effect of exceeding the holding time on
the resulting data.

e. Use professional judgment to qualify samples whose temperature upon receipt at the laboratory is
either below 2 degrees centigrade or above 6 degrees centigrade.

f. If technical holding times are grossly exceeded, use professional judgment to qualify the data.
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All criteriaweremet __X____
Criteria were not met see below _____

GAS CHROMATOGRAPH WITH ELECTRON CAPTURE DETECTOR (GC/ECD) INSTRUMENT
PERFORMANCE CHECK (SECTIONS 1 TO 5)

1. Resolution Check Mixture

Criteria

Is the resolution between two adjacent peaks in the Resolution Check Mixture C greater than or
equal to 80.0% for all analytes for the primary column and greater than or equal to 50.0% for the

confirmation column? Yes? or No?

Is the resolution between two adjacent peaks in the Resolution Check Mixture (A and B) greater than
or equal to 60.0%7? Yes? or No?

Note: If resolution criteria are not met, the quantitative results may not be accurate due to
inadequate resolution. Qualitative identifications may also be questionable if
coelution exists.

Action

a. Qualify detects for target compounds that were not adequately resolved as tentatively identified
I(JITI‘g'ualify non-detected compounds as unusable (R).

2. Performance Evaluation Mixture (PEM) Resolution Criteria

Criteria

Is PEM analysis performed at the required frequency (at the end of each pesticide initial calibration
sequence and every 12 hours)? Yes? or No?

Action

a. If PEM is not performed at the required frequency, qualify all associated sample and blank results
as unusable (R).

Criteria

Is PEM % Resolution < 90%? Yes? or No?
Action

a. a. Qualify detects for target compounds that were not adequately resolved as tentatively identified

(NJ).
b. Qualify non-detected compounds as unusable (R).
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All criteria were met ___X___
Criteria were not metsee befow

3. PEM 4,4°-DDT Breakdown

Criteria

Is the PEM 4,4'-DDT % Breakdown >20.0% and 4,4'-DDT is detected? Yes? or No?
Action

a. Qualify detects for 4,4'-DDT; detects for 4,4'-DDD; and detects for 4,4'-DDE as estimated (J)
Criteria

Is the PEM 4,4'-DBT % Breakdown >20.0% and 4,4'-DDT is not detected Yes? or No?
Action

a. Qualify non-detects for 4,4'- DDT as unusable (R )

b. Qualify detects for 4,4'-DDD as tentatively identified (NJ)

c. Qualify detects for 4,4'-DDE as tentatively identified (NJ)

4, PEM Endrin Breakdown

Criteria

s the PEM Endrin % Breakdown >20.0% and Endrin is detected? Yes? or No?
Action

a. Qualify detects for Endrin; detects for Endrin aldehyde; and detects for Endrin ketone as estimated

()

Criteria

Is the PEM Endrin % Breakdown >20.0% and Endrin is not detected Yes? or No?
Action

a. Qualify non-detects for Endrin as unusable (R )

b. Qualify detects for Endrin aldehyde as tentatively identified (NJ)
¢. Qualify detects for Endrin ketone as tentatively identified (NJ)
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All criteria were met __X____
Criteria wera not mat see below

5. Mid-point Individual Standard Mixture Resolution -

Criteria

Is the resolution between two adjacent peaks in the Resolution Check Mixture C greater than or
equal to 80.0% for all analytes for the primary column and greater than or equal to 50.0% for the

confirmation column? Yes? or No?

Is the resolution between two adjacent peaks in the Resolution Check Mixture (A and B) greater than
or equal to 80.0%7? Yes? or No?

Note: If resolution criteria are not met, the quantitative results may not be accurate due to
inadequate resolution. Qualitative identifications may also be questionable if
coelution exists.

Action

a. Qualify detects for target compounds that were not adequately resolved as tentatively identified
(NJ).

b. Qualify non-detected compounds as unusable (R).

Criteria

Is mid-point individual standard mixture analysis performed at the required frequency (every 12
hours)? Yes? or No?

Action

a. If the mid-point individual standard mixture analysis is not performed at the required frequency,
qualify all associated sample and blank results as unusable {R).
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All criteria were met __X____
Criteria were not met
andfor see below

CALIBRATION VERIFICATION

Compliance requirements for satisfactory instrument calibration are established to ensure that the
instrument is capable of producing and maintaining acceptable quantitative data.

Date of initial calibration: 03/10/17

Dates of initial calibration verification: 03110117

Dates of continuing calibration: 0377 ________

Dates of final calibration QBNTN7____

Instrument ID numbers: ECD_5

Matrix/Level: Aqueous/iow

DATE LAB  FILE | CRITERIA OUT COMPOUND SAMPLES AFFECTED
ID# RFs, %RSD, %D, r

Note: Initial and initial calibration verification within the guidance document performance criteria.
Continuing calibration % differences meet the performance criteria in the two columns.

Final calibration verification included in data package. No action taken.

Criteria

Are a five point calibration curve delivered with concentration levels as shown in Table 3 of SOP
HW-36A, Revision 0, June, 20157 Yes? or No?
Actions

If the standard concentrations listed in Table 3 are not used, use professional judgment to evaluate the
effect on the data

Criteria

Are RT Windows calculated cormectly? Yes? or No?
Action

Recalculate the windows and use the corrected values for all evaluations.

Criteria

Are the Percent Relative Standard Deviation (%RSD) of the CFs for each of the single component target

compounds less than or equal to 20.0%, except for alpha-BHC and delta-BHC?
Yes? or No?
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All criteria were met __%___
Criteria were not met
andiorseabelow

Are the %RSD of the CFs for alpha-BHC and delta-BHC less than or equal to 25.0%. _Yes? or No?
Is the %RSD of the CFs for each of the Toxaphene peaks must be < 30% when 5-point ICAL is

performed? Yes? or No?

Is the %RSD of the CFs for the two surrogates (tetrachioro-m-xylene and decachlorobiphenyl) less than
or equal to 30.0%. Yes? or No?
Action

a. If the %RSD criteria are not met, qualify detects as estimated (J) and use professional judgment to
qualify non-detected target compounds.
b. If the %RSD criteria are within allowable limits, no qualiification of the data is necessary

Continuing Calibration Checks

Criteria

Is the continuing calibration standard analyzed at the acceptable time intervals? Yes? or No?
Action

a. If more than 14 hours has elapsed from the injection of the instrument blank that begins an
analytical sequence {opening CCV) and the injection of either a PEM or mid-point concentration of
the Individual Standard Mixtures (A and B) or (C}, qualify all data as unusable (R).

b. If more than 12 hours has elapsed from the injection of the instrument blank that begins an
analytical sequence (opening CCV) and the injection of the last sample or blank that is part of the
same analytical sequence, qualify all data as unusable (R).

c. If more than 72 hours has elapsed from the injection of the sample with a Toxaphene detection
and the Toxaphene Calibration Verification Standard (CS3), qualify all data as unusable (R).

Criteria
s the Percent Difference (%D} within £:25.0% for the PEM sample? Yes? or No?

Action
a. Qualify associated detects as estimated (J) and non-detects as estimated (UJ).

Criteria

For the Calibration Verification Standard (CS3); is the Percent Difference (%D} within £ 25.0%?
Yes? or No?

Action

Qualify associated detects as estimated (J) and non-detects as estimated (UJ).



DATA REVIEW WORKSHEETS

Criteria
Is the PEM 4,4-DDT % Breakdown >20.0% and 4,4'-DDT is detected? Yes? or No?

Action

a. Qualify detects for 4,4'-DDT,; detects for 4,4-DDD; and detects for 4,4'-DDE as estimated (J)
b. Non-detected associated compounds are not qualified

Criteria
Is the PEM 4,4'-DDT % Breakdown >20.0% and 4,4'-DDT is not detected Yes? or No?

Action
a. Qualify non-detects for 4,4"- DDT as unusable (R )

b. Qualify detects for 4,4'-DDD as tentatively identified (NJ)
c. Qualify detects for 4,4'-DDE as tentatively identified (NJ}

Criteria

Is the PEM Endrin % Breakdown >20.0% and Endrin is detected? Yes? or No?
Action

a. Qualify detects for Endrin; detects for Endrin aldehyde; and detects for Endrin ketone as estimated
gJ.)Non-detected associated compounds are not qualified

Criteria

Is the PEM Endrin % Breakdown >20.0% and Endrin is not detected Yes? or No?
Action

a. Qualify non-detects for Endrin as unusable (R )

b. Qualify detects for Endrin aldehyde as tentatively identified (NJ)
c. Qualify detects for Endrin ketone as tentatively identified (NJ)

A separate worksheet should be filled for each initial curve

10
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All eriteria were met __X___
Criteria were not met
andiorsee below

BLANK ANALYSIS RESULTS (Sections 1 & 2)

The assessment of the blank analysis results is to determine the existence and magnitude of
contamination problems. The criteria for evaluation of blanks apply only to blanks associated with the
samples, including trip, equipment, and laboratory blanks. If problems with any blanks exist, all data
associated with the case must be carefully evaluated to determine whether or not there is an inherent
variability in the data for the case, or if the problem is an isolated occurrence not affecting other data.

List the contamination in the blanks below. High and low levels blanks must be treated separately.

CROQL concentration N/A

Laboratory blanks

DATE LABID LEVEL/ COMPOUND CONCENTRATION
ANALYZED MATRIX UNITS

_No_target_analytes_detected_in_method_blanks_at_a_reporting_limit_of_0.01,_0.02,_and_0.25__
_ug/lL

Field/Equipment/Trip blank
DATE LAB ID LEVEL/ COMPOUND CONCENTRATION
ANALYZED MATRIX UNITS

_No_tripffield/equipment_blanks_analyzed_with_this_data_package.
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All criteria were met __X___
Criteria were not met
andforsee below

BLANK ANALYSIS RESULTS (Section 3)

Blank Actions

Action Levels (ALs) should be based upon the highest concentration of contaminant determined in
any blank. Do not qualify any blank with another blank. The ALs for samples which have been diluted
should be corrected for the sample dilution factor and/or % moisture, where applicable. No positive
sample results should be reported unless the concentration of the compound in the samples exceeds

the ALs:

The concentration of non-target compounds in all blanks must be less than or equal to 10 pg/L. The
concentration of each target compound found in the method or field blanks must be less than its
CRQL listed in the method.

Data concerning the field blanks are not evaluated as part of the CCS process. If field blanks are
present, the data reviewer should evaluate this data in a similar fashion as the method blanks.

Specific actions are as follows:

Blank Actions for Pesticide Analyses

Blank Type Blank Resuit Sample Result Action for Samples
Detects Not detected No qualification required
<CRQL <CRQL Report CRQL value with a U
2 CRQL No qualification required
Method, Suifur <CRQL Report CRQL value with a U
Cleanup, = CRQL and < blank Report blank value for
Instrument, Field, > CRQL concentration sample concentration with a
TCLP/SPLP U
2 CRQL and > blank No qualification required
concentration
=CRQL < CRQL Report CRQL value witha U
> CRQL No qualification required
Gross contamination | Detects Report blank value for
sample concentration with a
U

12
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Al criteria were met _X___
Criteria were not met

and/or ses below ___
CONTAMINATION | COMPOUND CONC/UNITS | ALUUNITS | SQL | AFFECTED SAMPLES
SOURCE/LEVEL

13
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All criteria were met _¥___
Criteria were not met
andlorsesbelow

SURROGATE SPIKE RECOVERIES

Laboratory performance of individual samples is established by evaluation of surrogate spike
recoveries. All samples are spiked with surrogate compounds prior to sample analysis. The accuracy
of the analysis is measured by the surrogate percent recovery. Since the effects of the sample matrix
are frequently outside the control of the laboratory and may present relatively unique problems, the
validation of data is frequently subjective and demands analytical experience and professional
judgment.

List the percent recoveries (%Rs) which do not meet the criteria for surmrogate recovery.
Matrix:_Aqueous/Solid

Lab Lab

Sample ID File ID Sla S2a
FA41854-1 KK82213.0 105 37
FA41854-2 KK82216.D 107 57
OP64131-BS KK82206.0 109 104
0OP64131-B82 KK82207.D 101 89
0OP64131-MB KK82208.0 105 105
OP64131-MS KK82217.D 114 118
OP64131-MSD KK82218D 118 110
Surrogate Compounds Recovery Limits (Aqueous)
31 = Tetrachloro-m-xylene 42-127%

52 = Decachlorobiphenyl 27-127%

(a) Recovery from GC signal #1
Note: Surrogate recoveries were within laboratory control limits.
Actions:

a. For any surrogate recovery greater than 150%, qualify detected target compounds as biased high
(J4).

b. Do not qualify non-detected target compounds for surrogate recovery > 150 %.

c. If both surrogate recoveries are greater than or equal to 30% and less than or equal to 150%, no
qualification of the data is necessary.

d. For any surrogate recovery greater than or equal to 10% and less than 30%, qualify detected
target compounds as biased low (J-).

e. For any surrogate recovery greater than or equal to 10% and less than 30%, qualify non-detected
target compounds as approximated (UJ).
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f. If low surrogate recoveries are from sample dilution, professional judgment should be used fo
determine if the resulting data should be qualified. If sample dilution is not a factor:

I. Qualify detected target compounds as biased low (J-).
ii. Qualify non-detected target compounds as unusable (R).

g. If surrogate RTs in PEMSs, Individual Standard Mixtures, samples, and blanks are outside of the RT
Windows, the reviewer must use professional judgment to qualify data.

h. If surrogate RTs are within RT windows, no qualification of the data is necessary.

i. If the two surrogates were not added to all samples, MS/MSDs, standards, LCSs, and blanks, use
professional judgment in qualifying data as missing surrogate anaiyte may not directly apply to target
analytes.

Summary Surrogate Actions for Pesticide Analyses

Action*
Criteria Detected Target Non-detected Target
Compounds Compounds
%R > 150% J+ No qualification
30% < %R < 150% No qualification
10% < %R < 30% J- UJ
%R < 10% (sample dilution not a factor) J- R
%R < 10% (sample dilution is a factor) Use professional judgment
RT out of RT window Use professional judgment
RT within RT window No qualification
& Use professional judgment in qualifying data, as surrogate recovery problems may not

directly apply to target analytes.
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All criteria wera met ___X___
Criteria were not met
and/for see below

MATRIX SPIKE/MATRIX SPIKE DUPLICATE (MS/MSD)

This data is generated to determine long term precision and accuracy in the analytical method for
various matrices. This data alone cannot be used to evaluate the precision and accuracy of individual
samples. If any % R in the MS or MSD falls outside the designated range, the reviewer should
determine if there are matrix effects, i.e. LCS data are within the QC limits but MS/MSD data are
outside QC limit.

1. MS/MSD Recoveries and Precision Criteria

Data for MS and MSDs will not be present unless requested by the Region.
Notify the Contract Laboratory Program Project Officer (CLP PO) if a field blank was used for the MS
and MSD, unless designated as such by the Region.

NOTE: For a Matrix Spike that does not meet criteria, apply the action to only the field
sample used to prepare the Matrix Spike sample. If it is clearly stated in the data validation
materials that the samples were taken through incremental sampling or some other method
guaranteeing the homogeneity of the sample group, then the entire sample group may be

qualified.
List the %Rs, RPD of the compounds which do not meet the criteria.
Sample ID:_FA41854-2MS/2MSD__ Matrix/Level:_Aqueous__
Sample 1D:_FA41811-2MS/2MSD__ Matrix/Level:_Aqueous___
Sample ID:___FA42031-7MS/7TMSD__ Matrix/Level:_Aqueous___
The QC reported here applies to the following samples: Method: SW846 8081B

FA41854-1, FA41854-2

Spike MS MS Spike MSD MSD Limits
Compound ugl Q ugh  ugl % ugh  ugl % RPD  Rec/RPD

Note: MS/MSD % recoveries and RPD within laboratory control limits except for the cases
described in this document. Results apply to unspiked sample. Unspiked sample
was from another job. No qualifications made.

Action

No qualification of the data is necessary on MS and MSD data alone. However, using professional
judgment, the validator may use the MS and MSD results in conjunction with other QC criteria and
determine the need for some qualification of the data.

A separate worksheet should be used for each MS/MSD pair.
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All criteria were met __%___
Criterig were not met
and/or see below _

LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE {LCS) ANALYSIS

This data is generated to determine accuracy of the analytical method for various matrices.

1. LCS Recoveries Criteria

LCS Spike Compound Recovery Limits (%)

| gamma-BHC 50-120
Heptachlor epoxide 50 - 150
Dieldrin 30-130
4 4-DDE 50 - 150
Endrin 50-120
Endosulfan sulfate 50-120
trans-Chlordane 30-130
Tetrachloro-m-xylene (surrogate) 30-150
Decachlorobiphenyl (surrogate) 30 - 150

LCS concentrations:____ 0.25_ug/l

List the %R of compounds which do not meet the criteria
LCSID COMPOUND % R QC LIMIT
% _recovery_and_RPD_within_laboratory_control_limits.

Note:
Action

The following guidance is suggested for qualifying sample data for which the associated LCS does
not meet the required criteria.

a. If the LCS recovery exceeds the upper acceptance limit, qualify detected target compounds as
estimated (J). Do not qualify non-detected target compounds.

b. If the LCS recovery is less than the lower acceptance limit, qualify detected target compounds as
estimated (J) and non-detects as unusable (R).

¢. Use professional judgment to qualify data for compounds other than those compounds that are
included in the LCS.

d. Use professional judgment to qualify non-LCS compounds. Take into account the compound class,
compound recovery efficiency, analytical problems associated with each compound, and
comparability in the performance of the LCS compound to the non-LCS compound.

g. Ifthe LCS recovery is within allowable limits, no qualificafion of the data is necessary.
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2, Frequency Criteria:
Where LCS analyzed at the required frequency and for each matrix? Yes or No.

If no, the data may be affected. Use professional judgment to determine the severity of the effect and
qualify data accordingly. Discuss any actions below and list the samples affected.
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All criteria were met
Criteria were not met
andfor see below __N/A___

FLORISIL CARTRIDGE PERFORMANCE CHECK
NOTE: Florisil cartridge cleanup is mandatory for all extracts.
Criteria

Is the Florisil cartridge performance check conducted at least once on each lot of cartridges used for
sample cleanup or every 6 months, whichever is most frequent? Yes? orNo?  N/A

Criteria

Are the results for the Florisil Cartridge Performance Check solution included with the data package?
Yes?orNo? N/A

Note: If % criteria are not met, examine the raw data for the presence of polar
interferences and use professional judgment in qualifying the data as follows:

Action:

a. If the Percent Recovery is greater than 120% for any of the pesticide target compounds in the
Florisil Cartridge Performance Check, qualify detected compounds as estimated (J). Do not qualify
non-detected target compounds.

b. If the Percent Recovery is greater than or equal to 80% and less than or equal to 120% for all the
pesticide target compounds, no qualification of the data is necessary.

c. If the Percent Recovery is greater than or equal to 10% and less than 80% for any of the pesticide
target compounds in the Florisil Cartridge Performance Check, qualify detected target compounds as
estimated (J) and non-detected target compounds as approximated (UJ).

d. If the Percent Recovery is less than 10% for any of the pesticide target compounds in the Florisil
Cartridge Performance Check, qualify detected compounds as estimated (J) and qualify non-
detected target compounds as unusable (R).

e. If the Percent Recovery of 2,4,5-trichlorophenol in the Florisil Cartridge Performance Check is
greater than or equal to 5%, use professional judgment to qualify detected and non-detected target
compounds, considering interference on the sample chromatogram.

Note: State in the Data Review Narrative potential effects on the sample data resulting
from the Florisil Cartridge Performance Check analysis not yielding acceptable
results.

Note:_ No information for Florisil cartridge performance check included in data package.
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All criteria were met
Criteria were not met
andforsesbelow

GEL PERMEATION CHROMATOGRAPHY (GPC) PERFORMANCE CHECK
NOTE: GPC cleanup is mandatory for all soil samples.

If GPC criteria are not met, examine the raw data for the presence of high molecular weight
contaminants; examine subsequent sample data for unusual peaks; and use professional judgment
in qualifying the data. Nofify the Contract Laboratory Program Project Officer (CLP PQ) if the
laboratory chooses to analyze samples under unacceptable GPC criteria.

Action:

a. If the Percent Recovery is less than 10% for the pesticide compounds and surrogates during the
GPC calibration check, the non-detected target compounds may be suspect, qualify detected
compounds as estimated (J).

b. If the Percent Recovery is less than 10% for the pesticide compounds and surrogates during the
GPC calibration check, qualify all non-detected target compounds as unusable (R).

c. If the Percent Recovery is greater than or equal to 10% and is less than 80% for any of the
pesticide target compounds in the GPC calibration, qualify detected target compounds as estimated
(J) and non-detected target compounds as approximated (UJ).

d. If the Percent Recovery is greater than or equal to 80% and less than or equal to 120% for all the
pesticide target compounds, no qualification of the data is necessary.

e. If high recoveries (i.e., greater than 120%) were obtained for the pesticides and surrogates during
the GPC calibration check, qualify detected compounds as estimated (J). Do not qualify non-detected
target compounds.

Note: State in the Data Review Narrative potential effects on the sample data resulting
from the GPC cleanup analyses not yielding acceptable results.

Note:_ No information for performance of GPC cleanup included in data package.
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All criteria were met __X___

Criteria were not met
and/or see below
TARGET COMPOUND IDENTIFICATION
Criteria:
1. Is Retention Times (RTs) of both of the surrogates and reported target compounds in each sample
within the calculated RT Windows on both columns? Yes? or No?

2. Is the Tetrachloro-m-xylene (TCX) RT +0.05 minutes of the Mean RT (RT) determined from the
initial calibration and Decachlorobiphenyl (DCB) within £0.10 minutes of the RT determined from the
initial calibration? Yes? or No?

3. Is the Percent Difference (%D) for the detected mean concentrations of a pesticide target
compound between the two Gas Chromatograph (GC) columns within the inclusive range of + 25.0
%? Yes? or No?

4, When no analytes are identified in a sample; are the chromatograms from the analyses of the
sample extract and the low-point standard of the initial calibration associated with those analyses on
the same scaling factor? Yes? or No?

5. Does the chromatograms display the Single Component Pesticides (SCPs) detected in the sample
and the largest peak of any multi-component analyte detected in the sample at less than full scale.
Yes? or No?

8. If an extract is diluted; does the chromatogram display SCPs peaks between 10-100% of full scale,
and multi-component analytes between 25-100% of full scale?  Yes?orNo?  N/A

7. For any sample; does the baseline of the chromatogram return to below 50% of full scale before
the elution time of alpha-BHC, and also retum to below 25% of full scale after the elution time of
alpha-BHC and before the elution time of DCB? Yes? or No?

8. If a chromatogram is replotted electronically to meet these requirements; is the scaling factor used
displayed on the chromatogram, and both the initial chromatogram and the replotted chromatogram
submitted in the data package. Yes? or No?

Action:
a. If the qualitative criteria for both columns were not met, all target compounds that are reported as
detected should be considered non-detected.
b. Use professional judgment to assign an appropriate quantitation limit using the following guidance:
i, If the detected target compound peak was sufficiently outside the pesticide RT
Window, the reported values may be a false positive and should be replaced with
the sample Contract Required Quantitation Limits (CRQL) value.
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i, If the detected target compound peak poses an interference with potential detection
of another target peak, the reported value should be considered and qualified as
unusable (R).

¢. If the data reviewer identifies a peak in both GC column analyses that falls within the appropriate
RT Windows, but was reported as a non-detect, the compound may be a false negative. Use
professional judgment to decide if the compound should be included.

Note: State in the Data Review Narrative all conclusions made regarding target compound
identification.

d. If the Toxaphene peak RT windows determined from the calibration overlap with SCPs or
chromatographic interferences, use professional judgment to qualify the data.

e. If target compounds were detected on both GC columns, and the Percent Difference between the
two results is greater than 25.0%, consider the potential for coelution and use professional judgment
to decide whether a much larger concentration obtained on one column versus the other indicates
the presence of an interfering compound. If an interfering compound is indicated, use professional
judgment to determine how best to report, and if necessary, qualify the data according to these
guidelines.

f. If Toxaphene exhibits a marginal pattern-matching quality, use professional judgment to establish
whether the differences are due to environmental “weathering" (i.e., degradation of the earlier eluting
peaks relative to the later eluting peaks). If the presence of Toxaphene is strongly suggested, report
results as presumptively present (N).

GAS CHROMATOGRAPH/MASS SPECTROMETER (GC/MS) CONFIRMATION

NOTE: This confirmation is not usually provided by the laboratory. In cases where it is
provided, use professional judgment to determine if data qualified with “C" can be
salvaged if it was previously qualified as unusable (R).

Action:

a. If the quantitative criteria for both columns were met (2 5.0 ng/pL for SCPs and = 125 ng/uL for
Toxaphene), determine whether GC/MS confirmation was performed. If it was performed, qualify the
data using the following guidance:
i. If GC/MS confirmation was not required because the quantitative criteria for both
columns was not met, but it was still performed, use professional judgment when
evaluating the data to decide whether the detect should be qualified with “C".
i If GC/MS confirmation was performed, but unsuccessful for a target compound
detected by GC/ECD analysis, qualify those detects as “X".
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All criteria were met ___X___
Criteria were not met
and/or see below

COMPOUND QUANTITATION AND REPORTED CONTRACT REQUIRED QUANTITATION LIMITS
(CRQLS)

The sample quantitation evaluation is to verify laboratory quantitation results. In the space below,
please show a minimum of one sample calculation:

FA41854-2MS Dieldrin RF =5.754 X 104
[] = (3381185)/( 5.754 X 104)
= 58.76 ppb Ok
Note:
Action:

a. If sample quantitation is different from the reported value, qualify result as unusable (R).

b. When a sample is analyzed at more than one dilution, the lowest CRQLs are used unless a QC
exceedance dictates the use of the higher CRQLs from the diluted sample.

c. Replace concentrations that exceed the calibration range in the original analysis by crossing out
the “E" and its corresponding value on the original reporting form and substituting the data from the
diluted sample.

d. Results between the MDL and CRQL should be qualified as estimated (J).

e. Results less than the MDL should be reported at the CRQL and qualified {U). MDLs themselves
are not reported.

{. For non-aqueous samples, if the percent moisture is less than 70.0%, no qualification of the data is
necessary. If the percent moisture is greater than or equal to 70.0% and less than 90.0%, qualify
detects as estimated (J) and non-detects as approximated (UJ). If the percent moisture is greater
than or equal to 90.0%, qualify detects as estimated (J) and non-detects as unusable (R) (see Table).

Percent Moisture Actions for Pesticide Analysis for Non-Aqueous Samples

Criteria Action
Detected Associated Non-detected Associated
Compounds Compounds

% Moisture < 70.0 No qualification

70.0 < % Moisture <900 | J uJ

% Moisture > 90.0 J R
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List samples which have < 50 % solids

Note;

If any discrepancies are found, the Region’s designated representative may contact
the laboratory to obtain additional information that could resolve any differences. If a
discrepancy remains unresolved, the reviewer must use professional judgment to
decide which value is the most accurate. Under these circumstances, the reviewer
may determine that qualification of data is warranted. Note in the Data Review
Narrative a description of the reasons for data qualification and the qualification that
is applied to the data.

Dilution performed

SAMPLE ID

DILUTION FACTOR [ REASON FOR DILUTION
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All criteria were met _N/A_
Crileria were not met
andfor see below

FIELD DUPLICATE PRECISION

NOTE: In the absence of QAPP guidance for validating data from field duplicates, the following
action will be taken.

Field duplicates samples may be taken and analyzed as an indication of overall precision. These
analyses measure both field and lab precision; therefore, the results may have more variability than
laboratory duplicates which only laboratory performance. It is also expected that soil duplicate results
will have a greater variance than water matrices due to difficulties associated with collecting identical
field duplicate samples. Identify which samples within the data package are field duplicates. Estimate the
relative percent difference (RPD) between the values for each compound. If large RPDs (> 50%) is
observed, confirm identification of samples and note difference in the executive summary.

Sample IDs: - Matrix: -

COMPOUND SQL | SAMPLE DUPLICATE RPD | ACTION
ug/l. | CONC. CONC.

No fieldflaboratory duplicate analyzed with this data package. MS/MSD % recovery RPD used to
assess precision, RPD within the required criteria of < 50 %.

Actions:

a. Qualify as estimated positive results (J} and nondetects (UJ) for the compound that exceeded the
above criteria. For organics, only the sample and duplicate will be qualified.

b. If an RPD cannot be calculated because one or both of the sample results is not detected, the
following actions apply:

i, If one sample result is not detected and the other is greater than 5x the SQL qualify
(JIUJ).

il If one sample vaiue is not detected and the other is greater than 5x the SQL and the
SQLs for the sample and duplicate are significantly different, use professional
judgment to determine if qualification is appropriate.

i, If one sample value is not detected and the other is less than 5x, use professional
judgment to determine if qualification is appropriate.

iv. If both sample and duplicate results are not detected, no action is needed.
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OVERALL ASSESSMENT OF DATA
Action:

1. Use professional judgment to determine if there is any need to qualify data which were not
qualified based on the Quality Control (QC) criteria previously discussed.

2. Write a brief narrative to give the user an indication of the analytical limitations of the data.

Note: The Contract Laboratory Program Project Officer (CLP PO) must be informed if any
inconsistency of the data with the Sample Delivery Group (SDG) Narrative. if
sufficient information on the intended use and required quality of the data is
available, the reviewer should include their assessment of the usability of the data
within the given context. This may be used as part of a formal Data Quality
Assessment (DQA).

Overall assessment of the data: Results are valid; the data can be used for decision
making purposes.
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